Dy Pai 


E: Mesdame 
Grey, Mandi 
sy, and Ruth 
, Aubrey Fitz. 
1 Dudley, and 


OF KILUy.- 
ham Browne, 
oper, Sydney 
han, Florence 


Mest 


faynor Row. 
. Geo. Gros- 
bert Nainby, 
1, H. Lewis, 


UE: Messrs, 
itar, Sydney 
Brooke, A, 
l, Valerie de 
nour, Kitty 


ve. 
F re 
y Fairleigh 
hie Brandt, 
ima Francis, 


al'et, ALL 


w Series of 


3ITION. 


ll parts. 
ilated. 


* JAPAN, 
TOGO, 


LATA, &e. 


noon Teas. 
10 till 10. 
N. 
—— 


Tome of 


1 Manager, 
Eight, the 
ad novelty, 

itled 


Aug. 13, 1904. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


{ Vol. 48.1 681 








LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


EstasiisnHep 1853. 
Capital Stock és ose wes 
Debenture Stock nes a _ en 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 


W. OSCAR NASH, F.I.A., Actuary and Secretary. 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 


£400,000 
£278,130 





IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


+* In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 





LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE .STREET, LONDON, E.C. - 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, withou 
special valuation and at low rates. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


———— ge 





SECURF. 





FunDs - . < 
YRARLY Pstness- 


- £4,400,000, INCOME - - - £000,000, 
- £2,000,000. BUSINESS IN FoRCE- £16,000,000. 


TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Earl Hansrury (Lord High Chancellor of England), 
The Hon, Mr. Justice Kexkewicn. ; 
His Honour Judge Bacon. 
Wituiam Wiiiiams, Esq. 
Ricuarp Pennixeton, Esq., J.P. 
PIRECTORS, 
Mathew, The Right Hon. Lord Justice. 


Meek, A. Grant, Esq. (Devizes). 
—? The Right Hon. John W., K.C. 


om mage tke Esq. (Oxford). 
ennii nm, » Eaq., J.P. 
Frere, Geo. Edgar, Eaq. Rawle, Thomas, Esq. _— 

lealey, C. E. H. Chadwyck, Esq., K.C. Saltwell, Wm. Henry, Esq. 

iohnson, Charles P., Esq. Tweedie, R. W., " 
Kekewich, The Hon. Mr. Justice. Williams, Romer, + J.P., D.L. 
n, Henry Chauncy, Esq. | Williams, William Esq. 


Bacon, His Honour Judge. 
Peceallay, Claude, Esq., K.C. 
Davey, The —— Hon, Lord. 

Deane, Henry Bargrave, Esq., K.C. 
Ellis-Danvers, Edmund Henry, Esq. 
Finch, Arthur J., Esq. 








VOL, XLVIII., No. 41. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, AUGUST 13, 1904. 


*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL, 

All letters intended for publication in the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL must 
be authenticated by the name of the writer, 


Contents. 


Cu 
read orion aiieetmete ods tecaice cn. Sa Tur New Scuoor or Law 
Revirws HARKS AT A Discount ... .. Ged Leoat News 
tell 686 Winpina-ur Notices 
© Be Norrp 686 Crepirors Noricgs .... 


New Orpe ++» 690 
RS, &c. ... jor aie rt 
AW ae renee estas a - BANKRUPTCY NOTICES sesssssesseesssserseeeee 691 


Cases Reported this Week. 


| Board of Trade vy. 
| Glempark ” (Lim.) ....00...cseeeeeee--- O46 
688 | Everson, In re. Ex parte The Official 
| 
! 


Sailing Ship 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. 
4 Dettes, Be. Ex parte W. A. Baker 
Blunta’ Trasis, Re... ......0...-... .. 687 sired 
= (Deceased), Re. Bowlby v. me Hogmaier vy. Overseers of Willesden . 654 
lee hs. aoe | PR Deceased), Te me. Garp v. 
Ponsford, Re. Ex parte The Bankrupt 687 TROAQIOM ccccceres oo ccoessocccesscs = oe... OMB 
Richardson, Re. Richardson v. Rich- —_— | South African Supply and Cold Storage 
eeesetneneensenees sees es one es OBB Co. Gide.) , TR FO ..ccoccccccccce cosscceeess COD 
Stephens vy. Dudbridge Ironworks Co. 
Whiting’s Settlement, In re. Whiting 
655 V. De Rutzen ......s00 sereerecees epececoroee 653 


Receiver a 


In the Weekly Reporter. 


Ashton vy. Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway Co.........0-20:0 sesserses sveeseee os 





Current Topics. 


Ir wit. be seen from the report of the scrutineers, which we 
give elsewhere, that the new members of the Council of the 
Law Society are Mr. Frank Dawes (of the firm of Bircham 
& Co.), who was admitted in 1882, and Mr. Taomas Wiir1ax 
Biscuorr (of the firm of Bompas, Bischoff, Dodgson, Coxe, & 
Bompas), who was admitted in 1868. The return of Mr. Henry 
Manisty to the Council will be welcomed by everyone. 





WE print elsewhere two new Draft Rules of the Supreme 
Court relative to probate actions. The first substitutes for the 
words in R. S. C., ord. 19, r. 25 (a) (made in July 1901), pro- 
viding that where it is pleaded that the testator was not of 





'sound mind, particulars of any specific instances of delusions 
| shall be delivered ‘‘fourteen days before the trial,” the words 
|“ before the case is set down for trial.” The second rule (ord. 
| 65, r. 14 (d)) enables the judge, in any probate action in which 
it is ordered that any costs shall be paid out of the estate, to 
direct out of what portion or portions of the estate such costs 
shall be paid. There is also a new rule under the Deeds of 
Arrangement Act, 1887, by which it is provided that an assign- 
ment by a debtor to a trustee for the benefit of his creditors 
shall not be registered unless the assignment purports to have 
been executed or signed by the trustee. 


— 


TE oRDER for the Second Reading in the House of Commons 
of the County Courts Bill was discharged, and the Bill was 
withdrawn, on Tuesday last. We believe that an impression is 
| prevalent among some county court officials that the result of 
_this proceeding will be that when the Act of 1903 comes 
_into operation on the ist of January next, actions up to 
| £100 will be tried in every court—a course in which they see no 

difficulty. But, as we pointed out last week, section 7 of the 

recent Act extends the power of making rules given by section 

164 of the Act of 1888, to “‘ making rules for carrying this Act 

into effect ’—an exceedingly wide power ; and under section 164 

the rules are to be framed by the committee of judges and 

submitted to the Lord Chancellor, ‘‘ who may allow, or disallow, 
or alter the same.” But the Lord Chancellor has no power, if 
| he should propose rules corresponding with the provisions of the 
| defunct Bill, to increase the salaries of the judges or registrars 
of the courts at which the extended jurisdiction may be 
exercised. 











THERE WILL be found elsewhere instructions which have been 
issued by the Inland Revenue authorities with respect to appli- 
cations for certificates of discharge under section 11 (1) of the 
Finance Act, 1894. Their purport is that if the property to 
which the application relates, or any part of it, has been sold, 
and the sale moneys are not disclosed in the affidavit, particulars 
of the property sold, the date of sale, and the amount of the 
gross sale moneys must be stated; and if no sale has taken 
place or is contemplated, this must be stated. If settlement 
estate duty is payable, it must be paid before a certificate that 
the full estate duty has been paid in respect of the property can 
be issued. The result is, of course, that where property is given 
on trust for sale, no certificate can be obtained until the whole 
of the property is sold. The certificate is to be placed on a 
duplicate form of application, and is expressed to be *‘ in 





of the property hereinafter described,” so that a purchaser will 
41 
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have to satisfy himself that the property he has purchased is 


described in the application. 





: ae 
accentuated with regard to what constitutes contraband. Th 
| . o ee . . . 
| ordinary division of articles of commerce, which is usually atti. 
| buted to Grorrus, and which has been adopted by this country 


is three-fold. Articles which are useful only for war are always 


Tue DerartmEntTat Committee which was appointed for the | contraband ; articles which have no use in war are never cop. 


purpose of inquiring into the operation of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897, have made their report, and their 
recommendations will naturally be perused with interest by the 


legal profession. Several of these recommendations, if they are 
adopted by the Legislature, will relieve the courts from the 
consideration of troublesome questions and from the temptation, 
in their anxiety to avoid cases of hardship, to put a strained 
construction upon the words of the statute. With regard to 
employment about buildings, it is proposed to remove al 
qualifications as to the height of the building and the use of 
scaffolding or machinery. The definition of ‘‘railway” is to 
include tramways and lines and sidings not used for public 


traffic. The term ‘‘ quarry” is to extend to quarries less than 
twenty feet deep. The expression ‘on or in and about 
a factory’ is to apply to a workman elsewhere while actually 


engaged on the business of his employer. The committee 
regard with favour a scheme which has been adopted in Germany 
whereby every employer is compelled to insure his workmen in 
some national fund so as to avoid all risk from the insolvency of 
the person from whom compensation is due. ‘The general 
impression appears to be that the Act has been, on the whole, 
beneficial in its operation. 





THE QvEstions which arise with respect to the interference 
by Russia, in the course of the present war with Japan, with 
neutral commerce continue to arouse great interest. A consider- 
able difficulty arises from the fact that Russian views as to the 
rights of belligerents appear to differ considerably from those held 
in this country. Our jurists have held very strong views as to 
the duty of a belligerent public ship, which captures a neutral 
ship upon the allegation of her carrying contraband, to bring her 
to a prize court for adjudication. We have already on a former 
occasion quoted the dictum of Lord Srowretn in The Felicity 
(2 Dods. Ad. p. 384): “If a neutral ship is destroyed 
by a captor, either wantonly or under an alleged necessity | 
in which she herself was not directly involved, the | 
captor or his Government is answerable for the’ 
spoliation.” This is grounded on the wholesome doctrine 
that it is not for the belligerent officer to be judge in his own 
cause. But it has been pointed out by Prof. Hotxanp, in a letter 
to the Zimes of the 6th inst., that by the Russian regulations of 
1895, and instructions of 1901, officers are empowered to destroy 
their prizes at sea, without distinction between neutral and 
enemy property, under such exceptional circumstances as the 
bad condition or simall value of the prize, risk of recapture, 
distance from a Russian port, or danger to the Russian war- 
ship or to the success of her operations. It is obvious that these 
regulations offer a dangerous latitude to the officers of the 
belligerent ship, and may lead to the wanton destruction of pro- 
perty. Our own Admiralty regulations, Prof. Hottanp states, 
order the release without ransom of a neutral prize which, either 
from its condition, or from lack of a prize crew, cannot be sent 
in for adjudication. It has been claimed on behalf of Russia 
that the distance of her ports from the scenes of naval opera- 
tions often obliges her to sink her prizes; but though the | 
peculiar circumstances of a particular country may induce her 
to try to fashion the rules of international law to suit her own 
purposes, this is an attitude which should be resolutely resisted. 
The Declaration of Paris placed the rights of neutrals higher | 
than they had ever stood before, and there is no reason for | 
allowing them to fall back to a lower level. International law | 
recognises the right of search, and the seizure of a ship which | 
is alleged to carry contraband. But this is quite sufficient inter- 
ference with neutral trade. Any actual confiscation or destruction 
of neutral property can only follow upon the sentence of a | 
tribunal properly constituted, and adjudicating according to the 
accepted rules of international law. | 
| 





TRE DIFFERENCE between Russia and other countries—in 
particular the United States and Great Britain—is equally 


|traband. Intermediate between these are articles ancipitiy 
usus, which may be used for warlike purposes or not, and 
the most important of such articles are provisions, clothing, 
‘and coal. If meant for the use of troops they are contra. 
| band; if meant for the use of non-combatants they are not, 
| As a rule, however, Continental jurists have objected to this 
| inclusion of articles ancipitis usus as contraband, and have sought 
| to limit the term to munitions of war. But the tendency of 
modern practice is not in favour of such limitation, and the 
| doctrine of conditional contraband is very generally admitted, 
although it leads to considerable difficulties in application. The 
Russians claim, however, on the present occasion, to extend very 
greatly the list of contraband, and to treat as absolute contraband 
provisions and coal, and even raw cotton, which are at most condi- 
' tional contraband. This is a very grave infringement of neutral 
rights, and, if allowed, would enable Russian ships to intercept 
practically all commerce going to Japanese ports—in other words, 


to place the ports in a state of blockade, although no blockade can ' 


be effectively maintained. The assumption appears to be that any 
commerce of neutrals with Japan is an assistance to the enemy, 
and is therefore a wrong done to Russia. This, of course, is 


“quite opposed to the rules of international law under which 
neutral commerce is carried on. 


All the world are at liberty to 
carry on their ordinary commerce with Japan notwithstanding 
that she is engaged in war. The only prohibition is upon 
articles which are destined for war-like use. Professor Houuann, 
in his letter referred to above, quotes Lord Granvitux’s declara- 
tion to the French Ambassador in 1885 when France declared 
rice bound for open Chinese ports to be contraband. Our 
Government then declared that, consistently with the law and 
practice of nations, and with the rights of neutrals, provi- 
sions in general cannot be treated as contraband of war. It 
may be anticipated that a similar intimation will be conveyed to 
Russia on the present occasion. 





THERE HAVE been several cases lately of the prosecution of 
fortune-tellers, palmists, and such like persons. Some of these cases 
are still swb judice, and we have no desire to allude in any way to 
their merits. It cannot fail, however, to attract notice how very 
capricious the police appear to be in taking action ia these cases. 
If an act is an offence against the law, the authorities should 
proceed against the doers of that act with some consistency; 
and we think that when a person has openly done the act with 
the utmost publicity for years, he has some cause for complaint 
when he is suddenly prosecuted, although he has not departed 
from his established course. It is notorious that some of the 
fortune-tellers recently pr ceeded against have carried on their 
employment in the same places for years; have had brass plates 
on their doors announcing their pretensions, and have openly 
advertised in newspapers. We do not for a moment allege that 
the police are influenced by any improper motives. The 
offenders are often apparently very orderly and respectable 
members of society, and their offences against the law are 
ignored by the police as trifling. They should, however, 
either be left to exercise their calling without interference, or 


‘else be prosecuted without hesitation whenever the police 


become aware of their existence. That the latter is the proper 
course probaly few will deny. Prosecutions for this offencs 
are usually under the Vagrancy Act, which provides that every 
person pretending or professing to tell fortunes, or using any 
subtle craft, means, or device, by palmisfry or otherwise, to 
deceive or impose on any of his Majesty’s subjects, shall be 
liable to punishment. Now, the defence is often set up that 
the person charged believes in the powers he professes, and that 
he has no intent at all to deceive. It has been held, however, 
in Reg. v. Entwistle (1899, 1 Q. B. 846), that it is not necessary 
in the information to allege any intent to deceive, and that the 
words ‘pretending or professing” of themselves imply that 
intent. ‘Therefore the mere fact that a person holds himself out 
as able and willing to foretell the future is sufficient to bring 
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him within the law. In Penny v. Hanson (35 W. R..379, 18 
Q. B. D. 476), Denman, J., said: “It is absurd to suggest that 
this man could have believed in his ability to predict the future | 
of another by knowing the hour and place of his birth, and the | 
aspect of the stars at such time. We do not live in times when | 
any sane man believes in such a power.” All the same, there is | 
no doubt that a good many ignorant, though perfectly sane, 
rsons do believe in such powers; and the police should protect | 
such persons from xa gps. as well as they protect many | 
other weak and foolish persons from the devices of other | 
criminals. ‘The two cases cited ought to make the course to be | 
pursued by the police very clear and easy, and it is to be hoped 
they will be alittle more active in attending to these pests of 
society. 
| 
{THE DISCRETIONARY power of the High Court over costs is | 
often—we venture to think rather too often—exercised by way of | 
depriving a successful defendant of his costs. An instance of | 
such a deprivation occurred in the comparatively recent case of | 
Warsop v. Warsop (21 R, P. C. 481). This was a“ passing off” | 
action, in which the plaintiffs complained of the “‘ get up” of the | 





. defendant’s goods, as being, as they contended, calculated to lead to | 


the defendant’s goods being passed off as or for the plaintiff's | 
goods. Mr. Justice Kexewicn decided against this contention, | 
and dismissed the action, but he dismissed it without costs on 
the ground that the defendant had been deceiving the public | 
by putting against the trade-mark which appeared on his goods | 
the word “‘registered’’ when the trade-mark had not in fact | 
been registered. The learned judge delivered judgment at some | 
length on this point, which he seemed to treat as not quite covered | 
by authority, although he discussed certain cases bearing on the | 
subject. The point, in fact, was covered by a case in the Court | 
of Appeal in 1875: Estcourt v. Estcourt Hop Essence Co. (L. R. 10, 
Ch. App. 276). In that case the plaintiffs sold a substance which | 
they called ‘‘ Hop Supplement,” and the defendant a substance | 
which he called ‘‘ Hop Essence.”’ The plaintiffs alleged that the | 
hop essence was identical with the hop supplement, and the object 
of the suit was to restrain the defendant from continuing to sell 
this hop essence. The suit was dismissed on the ground that 
the plaintiffs were not entitled to relief, but it was dismissed 
without costs because the court was of opinion that the sale of 
these substances was a fraud upon the public. They said that 
it was not the province of the court to protect speculations of 
this kind, nor ought a defendant who was engaged in such a 
business to obtain costs even where successful. About a month 
after the decision of the case of Warsop v. Warsop, a similar 
point arose in another “ passing off” case (King § Co. v. Gillard 
§ Co.), also before Mr. Justice Kexewion, who decided that the 
plaintiffs had not established their case, and as a result gave 
judgment for the defendants; but in this case also he gave 
judgment without costs. ‘The defendants had placed upon the 
packets of their goods a statement that they had obtained 
certain awards at exhibitions and also gold medals, 
and these statements were untrue. The learned judge 
said: ‘‘ There can be no possible object in putting this statement 
on goods of this kind, except to induce the purchaser to believe 
that these awards have been granted for these particular goods, 
and therefore to enhance the value in the purchaser's eyes, and 
it was intended to be used, of course, as an advertisement. That 
seems to me distinct dishonesty, which the court ought to 
reprobate. Therefore, in giving judgment for the defendants, I 
shall give it without costs.” In both the above-mentioned cases 
Mr. Justice Kexewrou deprived the defendants of their custs on 
public grounds—/.¢., on the principle that a defendant who is, 
in the transaction in question, deceiving the public is not entitled 
to any assistance from the court. ‘I'his may be, and probably is, 
& right principle to act upon in many cases, but it is capable of 
being carried too far. 





Tue pEcisions of the Scottish Courts on the construction of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, have been freely cited 
in Our courts, and we have read with some interest a case upon 

® construction of section 1 (sub-section c.), “if it is proved 


respect of that injury shall be disallowed.” In the case of 
McGhie v. The United Collieries (Limited), which came before 
the Court of Session on the 7th of June last, it appeared that a 
man was employed by the defendants as a driver and bottomer. 
On the 10th of June, 1903, he drove a loaded hutch to a gate 
which fenced a seam from the shaft. He then unyoked the 
pony from the hutch and opened the gate without signalling for 
the cage to be brought to the gate. The cage was not at the 
gate but at another seam twenty fathoms deeper. The man, 
nevertheless, without ascertaining the position of the cage, 

ushed the hutch through the gate so that it fell down the shaft. 

e was drawn after it and was so badly injured that he 
died the next day. In opening the gate without signalling 
for the cage he had broken a rule under the Coal Mines Regula- 
tion Act, 1887. A claim for compensation was brought by his 
father, who was partly dependant upon him. The sheriff sub- 
stitute found that the deceased, though he had contravened the 
rule, had not been guilty of “serious and wilful misconduct,” 
and awarded compensation, but the court did not adopt this view 
and reversed his decision. The interpretation of the words 
‘‘ wilful misconduct” will always give rise to difficulties. In 
cases under the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, when the 
courts have had to consider what is ‘‘ wilful misconduct” on the 
part of the servants of a railwaycompany, the courts have held that 
it means misconduct to which the will is a party; something 
opposed to accident or negligence—the misconduct, not the con- 
duct, must be wilful. As was said by Bramwett, L.J., in Lewis 
v. Great Western Railway Co. (3 Q. B. D. 206): ‘It would be 
wilful misconduct if a man did an act not knowing whether 
mischief would or would not result from it. Ido not mean 
when in a state of ignorance, but after being told, ‘Now this 
may or may not be a right thing todo,’ he might say. ‘ Well, 
I do not know which is right and I do not care, I will do this.’” 
Corroy, L.J., in the same case, considered that wilful misconduct 
is ‘the doing of an unusual thing with reference to the matter 
in hand, either in spite of warning or without care.” We think 
that these definitions are amply sufficient to support the decisioa 
of the Scottish Court. 


Ir cannor be doubted that the tendency of modern legislation 
has been to strengthen the rights of tenants as against their 
landlords, and the same sympathy with tenants has been shewn 
by our judges in their exposition of the law. Anyone who will 
refer to the text books on the law of landlord and tenant, pub- 
lished some thirty years since, will find it laid down that there 
is no implied warranty on a demise of an unfurnished house that 
it shall be fit for the particular purpose for which it is hired, 
and that a contract for the letting of land carries with it no 
further engagement on the part of the lessor than that the lessee 
shall have quiet possession of the estate granted during the 
term. It is at the same time distinctly laid down that there is 
no covenant or promise implied by law on the part of the lessor 
that he will do any repairs whatever during the term. And 
even where the landlord was bound to do repairs, it was held 
that this did not shew any agreement on his part to make 
the doing of them a condition precedent to his right 
to recover the rent, for an agreement by the landlord 
to do the repairs during the term is not a condition as well as 
an agreement, This is scarcely an accurate statement of the law 
at the present day. By section 75 of the Housing of the Work- 
ing Classes Act, 1890, in any coatract, made after the 14th of 
August, 1885, for letting for habitation by persons of the work- 
ing classes a house or part of a house, there shall be implied a 
condition that the house is at the commencement of the holding 
in all respects reasonably fit for habitation. In a recent case 
before the judge of the county court at Portsmouth an action 
was brought against a woman who occupied a house in Portsea 
for rent, which she refused to pay because the repairs which 
were promised by the landlord or his agent were not carried out, 
The judge took the opportunity of viewing the premises, and 
stated that he found them in a deplorable condition. The sashes 
were tumbling to pieces; there were chinks in the frames ; there 
was every siga that the premises had not been painted for man 
years ; and the only —_ supply of water was from a sm 
tap in a house next door. In these circumstances there must be 








that the aieey toa workman is attributable to the serious and 
mdu 


Wilful misconduct of the workman, any compensation claimed in 


judgment for the defendant. The judge added that in similar 
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cases he should always make a point of viewing the premises, 
as he had reason to believe there were many such houses in 
Portsea. 





In tHe case of Tredway v. Machin (ante, p. 671), which came 
before the Court of Appeal on the 29th of July, there was some 
discussion of the extent of the liability of a landlord who has 
taken upon himself the repairs of the premises. It is of course 
the almost universal practice for a tenant for a term of twenty- 
one years and upwards to covenant to repair, but where the term 
is less than twenty-one years, or where the house is of small 
value, the lessor occasionally covenants to do substantial 
repairs. With regard to this covenant to repair, it has been 
laid down that the lessor may charge the lessee without notice, 
for the lessor is not on the spot to see the repairs wanted. The 
lessee is, and, therefore, the lessee cannot charge the lessor for 
breach of repairs without notice, for the lessor may not know 
that repairs are necessary. It has been urged that to hold a 
covenant to repair to be a covenant to repair on notice is to 
interpolate words into the contract, but the answer given is that 
it cannot have been intended that the lessor should keep in 
repair that of which he has no means of ascertaining 
the condition. In Tredway v. Machin it appeared that 
the plaintiff's husband had become the weekly tenant 
of a flat, of which the defendant was the lessee. While the 
plaintiff was standing on the balcony in front of her room, the 
floor gave way, and she fell on the steps in front and was injured. 
In an action against the defendant, who was assumed to be 
under a liability to repair the premises, the jury found a verdict 
in her favour, with £150 damages. ‘The Court of Appeal set 
aside this verdict and entered judgment for the defendant on 
the ground that he had no notice to repair the balcony, and 
had no reason to suppose that it was not safe. The fall of a 
balcony may easily injure persons who happen to be walking in 
the street in front of the house. If any such person had been 
injured by the fall.of the balcony in the case under considera- 
tion, and had given evidence to shew that the balcony was in 
a dangerous state at the time of the letting, it would seem that, 
in order to make the defendant liable, he must shew that he had 
notice of its condition: see Zodd v. Flight (30 L. J. 0. P. 21). 





Uron av application for a summons in one of the Metropolitan 
Police Courts, it was alleged that an inhabitant of Belgium 
had induced a young woman, who was also a Belgian subject, to 
accompany him to this country, where they were married at the 
Strand Registry Office. After robbing her of her money, he had 
deserted her, and was supposed to have taken up his residence 
in Egypt. The magistrate at once pointed out that the summons 
could not be served abroad, and that, although the case 
appeared to be one of great hardship, he had no power to grant 
process, Many persons appear to Be ignorant of the fact that 
service out of the jurisdiction is an interference with the 
ordinary course of the law, for generally courts exercise jurisdic- 
tion only over persons who are within the territorial limits of 
their jurisdiction. And, although the municipal law of any 
State may operate beyond its own territory, and within the 
territory of another State, by virtue of special treaty between 
the two States, these treaties are generally confined to 
controversies in civil cases. It is true that in modern times 
arrangements have been made by this country with several 
foreign States for the surrender of fugitive criminals, but the 
procedure for obtaining extradition is elaborate and intricate, 
and wholly unsuited to many of the cases which come before a 
court of summary jurisdiction. Assuming that the facts in the 
particular case were correctly stated, the first feeling is one of 
impatience that so contemptible an offender should go 
unpunished ; but it is not easy to suggest an amendment of the 
law which would be equally acceptable to this country and to 
foreign States. 





Tue Partiamentary Papers issued last week contained the 
reply to a request—addressed by Mr. Tatzor to the President 
of the Board of Trade—to urge railway companies to adopt 
measures for the diminution of injuries to crops and vegetation 
by fires arising from sparks emitted by railway engines. The 








reply was that it is clearly the duty of such companies to dy 
everything that is reasonably —— to prevent occurrences 
of this nature, and that the Board think also that it is in the 
interest of the companies to deal in a liberal and equitable spirit 
with claims for damages. It is added, however, that the Boanl 
have no statutory powers with regard to the particular matter, 
and cannot frame requisitions as to the provision of appliangss 
for the prevention of accidents from sparks. Anyone who 
travels by railway at this season of the year will occasionally 
observe patches of burnt grass in the immediate neighbourhood 
of the line, but it must not hastily be assumed that these fires 
are caused by the ejection of cinders from railway engines, 
It is unfortunately common enough for such fires to be 
kindled by mischievous boys. The grass in the immediate 
neighbourhood of a railway is, during an unusually dry summer, 
peculiarly liable to take fire, and some precautions may reason- 
ably be required from the adjoining owners as well as from the 
railway companies. So long as a fire is confined to the pa 
of the company, there is little or no prospect of serious damage; 
but if quantities of cut grass and trimmings are heaped up on 
land immediately adjacent to the railway, it cannot be said that 
the owner has not in some measure contributed to the fierceness 
of a fire which may possibly have originated in the premises of 
the company. 





Tue DrvistonaL Court was unable to agree with the decision 
of Mr. Prownen, the police magistrate, in the case of Evezns 
Suxiivan, who was summoned by the Paddington Guardians in 
December last for neglecting to maintain his three children, 
whereby they became chargeable to the rates. Mr. Pirowpzy 
dismissed the summons on the ground that the defendant had 
already been convicted for running away and leaving his 
children chargeable, and that, although the children continued 
to be chargeable, there was no fresh offence. The Divisional 
Court was unable to adopt this view, thinking that the offence 
of which the defendant was guilty was a continuing offence, 
Having already (see ante, p. 138), expressed our opinion that the 
decision of the magistrate could not be supported, we can only 
express our satisfaction at the result of the appeal. It is not 
always easy to draw with precision the line between continuing 
and non-continuing offences. But ‘a law which enabled a father 
to discharge himself from his obligation to support his family 
by undergoing a short term of imprisonment would throw an 
intolerable burden upon the ratepayers, and it would require 
the clearest possible language to warrant the inference that 
such a law had been enacted by the Legislature. 








Issue of Shares at a Discount. 


Tue publication of the full report of Mosely v. Koffyfontem 
Mines (Limited) (1904, 2 Ch. 108), makes it worth while to 
recur to the interesting question as to the issue of shares at 4 
discount which was there raised, and on which the Court of 
Appeal reversed the decision of Buckxtxy, J. The facts of the 
case admit of being very shortly stated. The defendant com- 
pany was registered in 1893 with an original capital of 
£125,200, divided into 125,000 ordinary shares of £1 each and 
two life governor’s shares of £100. The capital had sinc 
been largely increased. In April of the present year the com- 
pany proposed to issue £85,000 of five per cent., first mortgage 
debentures at the price of 80 per cent. and a circular issued to 
the shareholders inviting subscriptions stated that the 
debenture-holders would have the right, at any time 
prior to the Ist of May, 1909, to exchange the debentures 
for fully-paid shares in the compapy at the rate d 
£1 fully-paid share for every £1 nominal amount of the 
debentures. The proposed form of debenture stipulated 
that the principal moneys secured by the debentures were to 

repaid on the Ist of November, 1909, or on such earlier date a8 the 
same might become payable in accordance with the condition 
indorsed thereon, and among the events upon which, under the 
conditions, the principal moneys were immediately repayable, 
was the event of the contained holder giving to the company * 
direction in writing under Condition 10. Thiscondition followed 
the statement in the circular, and empowered the reg 
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holder, at any time prior to the Ist of May, 1909, to give a direction 
to the company in writing to issue to him fully-paid shares in 
satisfaction of the debenture at the above rate. 

Naturally the proposal to issue fully-paid shares against the 
nominal value of debentures which had been issued at a discount 
of 20 per cent. raised the question whether the effect of the 
scheme was not to issue the shares themselves at a discoupt. If 
the issue of the shares had followed closely upon the issue of the 
debentures, so as to have made the two operations, in substance, 
one transaction, there could have been no doubt as to the legal 
effect. It would have been a transparent device for issuing 
shares at a discount, and would have been in contravention of 
well-settled principles. Mr. Justice Bucktzy satisfied himself, 
however, that there was no such necessary connection between 
the issue of debentures and the issue of fully paid-up shares 
(should that event follow) as to make the entire matter one 
transaction, and in arriving at this result he had regard to the 
actual value of the company’s shares at the time of the proposed 
issue of debentures. The shares were at less than half their 
nominal value, and it was, therefore extremely unlikely 
that any debenture-holder who had a good claim as a 
creditor to £100 would forthwith abandon that claim and take 
in substitution shares of substantially less value. ‘‘ Taking,” 
said the learned judge, ‘‘all those facts into consideration, it 
seems to me that the transaction here proposed is not colour- 
able in the sense that it is a mere device under which the 
company is going to take £80 with the intention, or expectation, 
or reasonable probability that the holders of the debentures 
issued for that £80 will come to-morrow or the next day, or 
within the next six months, and say, ‘Give us £100 worth of 
shares.’ I am quite satisfied that this is not, in the state of 
facts, a thing that was ever contemplated or likely to happen 
This transaction is not colourable.” 

From this conclusion it was possible to argue that the 
transaction was within the limits allowed by law. A debenture, 
say, for £100, having once been issued, the further development 
of the matter might, as Bucktey, J., pointed out, be regarded 
intwo ways. Either the debenture-holder obtained for £80 a 
debt of £100 payable in 1909, or, in an event, at an earlier date, 
in which latter case he was to invest the money in shares. The 
cancelling of the debt of £100 would then be a good payment 
for shares of the same nominal amount. Or he might be 
treated as becoming entitled to a five per cent. investment which 
constituted property, and which he was to be entitled to 
exchange for £100 of shares in the company. In the latter 
view, which Bucxtgy, J., preferred, the payment for the 
shares was not in money at all, but in property, and then came 
in the rule that the company may take the property at any 
reasonable value which they choose to place upon it, and the 
court is not bound to look at the intrinsic or real value. 
“The Courts,” said Lord Herscuett in Ooregum Gold Mining Co. 
v. Roper (1892, A. C., p. 140), “ will not inquire into the adequacy 
of the consideration, and certainly have not required it to be 
proved that the consideration given was equivalent in cash 
value to the nominal amount of the shares;’’ and Lord Warson 
said (p. 134): ‘The court would doubtless refuse effect to a 
colourable transaction, entered into for the purpose, or with the 
obvious result, of enabling the company to issue its shares at a 
discount ; but ithas been ruled that so long as the company 


honestly regards the consideration given as fairly representing 
the nominal value of the shares in cash, its estimate ought not 


to be critically examined.” And this principle was acted upon 
in Re Wragg (Limited) (45 W. R. 557, 1897, 1 Ch. 796). Hence in 
the present case Bucky, J., held that under the proposed scheme 

€ shares would be issued in exchange for property which was 
reasonably supposed to represent their value, and this did not 
involve the issue of shares at a discount. 

The Court of Appeal, however, declined to take this benevo- 
lent view of the matter. It was admitted that the object 
of the directors in issuing the debentures at 80 per cent. 
Was not to enable the shareholders at once to exchange them 
for shares; and it was also, apparently, admitted that, had the 
debentures been issued at that rate without any contract as to 





the future exchange for shares, such an exchange of the 
ssbentares against the same nominal amount of shares might | 
ve been subsequently effected without legal objection. But 


the blot upon the scheme was the contract for the issue of 
shares which was embodied in the debentures. This made 
it possible that the payment of £80 one day would 
entitle the debenture-holder to the issue of a fully-paid 
share of £100, on the next and such an arrangement would 
clearly be an issue of the shares at a discount. The 
Court of Appeal did not find it necessary to say that 
this would be the actual result. The possibility of such 
a result made the scheme one which was opposed to the estab- 
lished principle as to the issue of shares, and hence it ought to 
be restrained by injunction. ‘The case,’ said VauGHaN 
Wituams, L.J., ‘is on the border line, but I am inclined to 
think that Bucxtey, J., ought to have issued the injunction 
asked for, on the ground that the issue of debentures on the 
proposed terms was open to abuse, even if the agreement was 
not illusory, but a real agreement honestly made.” And in this 
view Srrruinc and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred. 

The case is also important for the opinion expressed by 
VaucHan WILLIAMS, LS . as to the expediency of legislative 
interference in regard to the issue of fully-paid shares. 
At present, as he admitted, it is quite clear that the obligation 
of a shareholder to pay the full nominal value of his shares 
need not be satisfied in cash, but may be satisfied in 
money’s worth; and, as pointed out above, if there is an 
honest bargain under which the money’s worth is paid, the 
court will not inquire into the adequacy of the consideration. 
‘But I hope,” said the learned Lord Justice, ‘‘tuat the day 
may come when it will be gravely considered by the Legislature 
whether it is not for the advantage of the community, and in 
particular of the commercial community, that an Act should be 
passed that in all cases the full nominal value of the shares 
should be paid in cash and nothing else,” and he observed that 
such a law would “check a great deal of unwholesome specula- 
tion on the Stock Exchange which is largely fed by operations 
undertaken by vendors, promoters, and others, for the purpose 
of unloading fully paid shares which they have been allowed to 
satisfy by giving what is called money’s worth instead of making 
a cash payment.” 

It will, perhaps, be time to consider the possibilities of such 
legislation when an attempt to procure it is really made. It is 
open to the obvious objection that a cash payment can always 
be made by means of the exchange of cheques, and, even if this 
evasion is too plain to succeed, any such legislative scheme 
would encounter considerable difficulties. We question, more- 
over, whether it is worth while to try to upset the settlement 
which has been arrived at by judicial decision and by the Act of 
1900. No legislation is going to stop speculation on the Stock 
Exchange, and there is, perhaps, no pressing call to interfere 
with the shares which form the subject of that speculation. 
“T regard,” said Cozens-Harvy, LJ., ‘‘shares in a mining 
company of this nature as gambling counters for use on the 
Stock Exchange.” There is much truth in this, and doubtless 
the Stock Exchange would readily admit that it has for the past 
few years had a surfeit of these counters. he crusade which 
shall aim at giving to every share in a company, on its original 
issue, its value in solid gold will be interesting; whether it will 
be successful is another matter. 












































As an advocate, says the Daily Mail, the late M. Waldeck-Rousseau was 
the leader of the French bar, and in the height of his practice earned an 
income of £10,000. His name will ever be associated with the memorable 
Humbert case, the tangled intrigues and legal complications of which 
defied the criminal authorities for years until M. Waldeck-Rousseau 
described it in the historic phrase, ‘‘ The greatest swindle of the century.” 


Sir Robert Finlay’s scheme for the establishment of a School of Law, 
though it has obtained the support of the Joint Committee appointed by 
the Inns of Court and the Law Society, is not, says the (lobe, yet out of 
the wood. The Council of the Law Society has given its sanction to the 
draft petition for a charter, and other documents upon which the Joint 
Committee agreed, but the decision of the benchers of the Inns of Court 
bas yet to be made known. Those persons who have hailed the publica- 
tion of the draft petition as a sign of the speedy accomplishment of the 
scheme are, therefore, a little premature. Some of the most influential of 
the benchers look unfavourably upon the movement. The Lord 
Chancellor, for instance, lately remarked that ‘‘ he had not the faintest 
notion what was to be the change, except that arising from the id-a that 
there was some mysterious and inscrutable merit in calling a thing a 
University or School of Law.” 
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Reviews. 


The Law of Banking. 


THE LAw or BAnkinc. By HEBER Hart, LL.D. (Lond.), Barrister- 
at Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is a work which is intended to deal—to use the author's own 
words—with ‘all that can fairly be considered to have a special bear- 
ing upon bankers and their business.” Considering the extensive 
relations between bankers and the community, this covers a wide 
field, and the book includes the constitution and management of 
banks, the relations between banks and their customers in respect of 
current accounts, the banker’s position in regard to acceptances and 
to the collection of cheques, banker’s documents of credit, and banker’s 
advances. The last is a very important section of the work, and 
includes discounting and guarantees, as well as advances upon mort- 
gage. It also covers advances upon mortgage of ships, a form of 
lending which banks as a rule do not care to indulge in. These 
matters require the exposition of no inconsiderable body of law, and 
the book is characterized at once by clearness and fullness. Bankers 
have had their attention concentrated a good deal of late upon section 
82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, and the protection—or some- 
times the want of protection--which is obtainable under it. The 
case of Great Western Railway Co. v, London and County Banking Co. 
(1901, A. C. 414), on the meaning of ‘‘customer,” is explained at 
length, and so is the Gordon case (1903, A. C, 240), on collection of 
cheques ‘‘for a customer.” The banks have so far failed to obtain 
relief from the effects of the latter decision, although a Bill for that 
purpose has been twice intrcduced, The work is likely to prove 
very useful in all matters affecting banks and their customers. 





Books Received. 


Handy Guide to Patent Law and Practice. By GEORGE 
FREDERICK Emery, LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. 
Revised and Enlarged with Forms and Precedents. Effingham 
Wilson. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


An Epitome of the Law affecting Charter-Parties and Bills of 
Lading. By Lawrence Duckworrs, Barrister-at-Law. Second 
Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Effingham Wilson. 


The Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 
Vict. c. 39), as extended by the Licensing Act, 1902 (2 Edw. 7 c. 28). 
With Introduction, Notes, and Index. ByS. G. LusuincTon, M.A., 
B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law, and Guy LusHINGTON, Barrister-at-Law. 
Second Edition. Butterworth & Co. Shaw & Sons. 


The Relieving Officer. By Joun F. Symonps, Solicitor, Clerk to 
— of the Chesterton Union. Butterworth & Co. Shaw 
ns. 


Bourne’s Handy Assurance Manual, 1904. New Series. Edited 
by F. Harcourt Krroutn, B.A., A.1.A., (late Mathematical Scholar 
of Selwyn College, Cambridge). Effingham Wilson. 








Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Lease to Company Determinable on Winding up—Right of 
Debenture-holders to Remove Pixtures.—A lease to a company 
provided that in the event of the company going into liquidation the 
term should cease, determine, and be void to all intents and purposes. 
The company issued debentures which contained a floating charge on 
all its assets. A receiver and manager was appointed in an action by 
the debenture-holders, and subsequently the company passed an 
extraordinary resolution for voluntary-winding up. It was held that 
the debenture-holders were entitled to a reasonable time witnin which 
to remove tenant’s fixtures. Query, whether, if there had been no 
mortgage or charge on the fixtures, the company itself could have 
removed the fixtures after the voluntary winding up.—Pugh v. 
Arton (L. R, 4 Eq. 626) on this point doubted. Re GLAspir CoprEr 
Works, LumirEp (Joyce, J., March 19) (1904, 1 Ch. 819). 


Dividends—Return of Capital—Statute of Limitations.—It 
a be now be considered settled law in England and Ireland that 
under ordinary circumstances a period of less than twenty years from 
the de laration of a dividend is insufficient to bar the right of a 
shareholder to recover it from the company. It has also been laid 
down that the statutory period, in case of a reduction of capital by 
returning to shareholders money paid on their shares, is twenty 
years.—R¥E ARTISANS’ LAND AND MortcaGE CorrorATION (Byrne, 
J., Jan. 26) (1904, 1 Ch. 796.) 


New Orders, &c. 


Draft Rules of the Supreme Court. 


The following draft Rules are published pursuant to the Bulg 
Publication Act, 1893: 


° Rules of the Supreme Court. 
Order XIX., Rule 25 (a). 
1. Order XIX., Rule 25 (a), shall be read as if instead of the words 


‘* fourteen days before the trial” the ‘words ‘‘ before the case is set 
down for trial” were ioserted therein. 


Order LXV., Rule 14 (¢). 


2. Order LXV., Rule 14 (d). In any Probate action in which it is 
ordered that any costs shall be paid out of the estate, the Judge 
making such Order may direct out of what portion or portions of 
the estate such costs shall be paid, and such costs shall be paid 
accordingly. 

3. These Rules shall come into operation on the 24th of October, 
1904, and shall be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court (October), 
1904, and each Rule may be cited separately by the heading thereof 
with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 


Rule under the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887. 


1. An assigment of property by a debtor to a Trustee or Assignee 
for the benefit of his creditors shall not be registered under the Act 
unless it appears from the Assignment that it has been or purports 
to have been executed, or (if not made by deed) signed by the 
Trustee or Assignee ; and it shall be the duty of the Registrar, before 
registering such an assignment, to satisfy himself that the assign- 
ment purports to have been duly executed or signed as the case may 
be by the Trustee or Assignee thereunder. 

2 This Rule shall come into operation on the 24th day of October, 
1904, and may be cited with the Deeds of Arrangement Rules as 
Rule da. 

Copies of the above draft Rules may be obtained on application at 
the Lord Chancellor’s Office, House of Lords. 





Inland Revenue. 


GENERAL Inst Rt CTIONS WITH ReEsvEct to APPLICATIONS FOR CrerriFi ATES 
or DiscHARGE UNDER THE Provisions or Section 11 (1) ov tHe Frvance 
Acr, 1894. 

1. The application must be made by, on behalf of, or with the authority 
of, the person or persons accounting for the Estate Duty. 

2. If the property to which the application relates (or any portion of it) 
has been sold, and the sale moneys are not disclosed in the Affidavit or 
Account which has been delivered to the Estate Duty Office, particulars of 
the property sold should be supplied, and the date of the sale and the 
amount of the gross moneys should be stated. 

3. Ifa sale of any portion of the property in question is contemplated, 
the application with respect thereto should be postponed until the amount 
of the sale moneys can be stated. 

t. If no sale has taken place or is contemplated, a statement to that 
effect should be made. 

5. Settlement Estate Duty is defined by Section 5 (1) of the Finance 
Act, 1894, as ‘‘a further Estate Duty,’’ and, under the provisions of 
Section 9 (1) it forms, where leviable, a charge on property not passing to 
** the executor as such.”’ 

If Settlement Estate Duty is payable in respect of the property forming 
the subject of an application for a Certificate of Discharge, it must be paid 
before a Certificate that the full Estate Duty has been paid in respect of 
such property can be issued. 

6. In cases where the Estate Duty has been paid on an ‘“‘ Estate Du 
Account,’’ and a Certificate is required describing the properties in detai 
the application should be made on Form 0531 (obtainable at the Hstate 
Duty Office), which must be delivered in duplicate. 

If, on investigation, it is found that a Certificate of Discharge can be 

issued, it will be placed on one of the duplicate forms of application, 

which will then be returned to the applicant. 

This form can be used in other cases at the option of the applicant. 

The description of property in the application should agree with, though 

it need not be a full copy of, the description of property in the Affidavit 

or Account delivered to the Estate Duty Uffice. 

7. A Certificate under Section 11 (1) does not apply to a deceased per- 

son’s free personal Estate, including leasehold property. 

Estate Duty Orrice, 
Somenser Hovse, 

Lonvon, W.C. 


{The following is the form of application] :— 
FORM 0531. 
Intanp REvenve. 
Application for a certificate under section 11 (1) of the Finance Act, 1894. 


This form when filled up in duplicate should be transmitted by post to 
the secretary, Estate Duty Office, Somerset House, London, W.C. 





Application is hereby made for a certificate under the provisions of 
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section 11 (1) of the Finance Act, 1894, that the Commissioners of Inland 
ue are satisfied that the full estate duty has been paid in connection 

with the death of , late of » who died on 

the dayof 1 in respect of the property hereinafter described. 

(a) The Bg sn J was accounted for in (the account annexed to 
the Inland Revenue affidavit of the deceased’s estate) (an estate duty 
account dated the dayof 1 
ence to the death of the deceased). 

(6) Signature of applicant 

How concerned 
Date of application 190 

(c) The property hereinbefore referred to. 

(a) Strike out the words not applicable and state the number or distinctive letter of the 

annexed to the Inland Revenue affidavit. 

(b) The application must be made by the m or persons accounting for the estate 

by the soli-itor or solicitors acting on his or their behalf or by some other person 
ized in writing by the accounting persons or person. 

(c) The description of the prorerty should agree with, though it need not be a full 
copy of, that contained in the affidavit or account delivered to the Estate Duty Office. 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re PONSFORD. Lyx partic THE BANKRUPT. No.2. 29th July. 


BayxrupTcy—ScuHeme Sunmitrep to Creprrors—AbJupICATION IN BANK- 
rurtcy—Nortice to Destror—Practicu—Bankrvurtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 
Vict. c. 52), 8. 20, suB-sEcTION 1, 

This was an appeal from a decision of a Divisional Court (Bigham and 
Darling, JJ.). The facts were shortly as follpws: A receiving order was 
made against the debtor in the County Court of Newport by the registrar. 
In November a scheme was submitted to the creditors by the debtor, and 
this was considered at a meeting when the debtor was personally present. 
His scheme was, however, rejected, and a resolution was passed for 
adjudicating him a bankrupt. After the meeting, and during the absence 
of the debtor, an order of adjudication was made on the application of the 
official receiver. The debtor had received no notice that such an applica- 
tion was intended to be applied for. In March, 1904, the debtor having 
given notice of his intended application to rescind the order, he applied 
to the registrar to the county court that it should be annulled 
onthe ground that it was made in his abseyce, he having received no 
notice. The registrar refused this application, and on appeal to the 
Divisional Court the decision of the registrar was affirmed, on the ground 
that it was too late to make such an application ; the court, however, at 
the same time expressed its approval of the practice in the High Court, 
laid down in 1885 by Cave, J. The debtor appealed. 

Taz Courr (Vavenan Witt1aMs, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal on account of the delay of the debtor in making such 
application. Their lordships said that the practice of Cave, J., in 1885 
was the most convenient practice to adopt—viz., that notice should be 
given to the debtor of an application for adjudication, but there was no 
doubt the court had jurisdiction, under section 20 ot the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, to make in a proper case an adjudication without giving the debtor 
notice, They agreed with counsel for the appellant that the status of the 
debtor is altered, and they thought that usually the practice of the High 
Court in such cases ought to prevail in the county courts.—CounseL, Muir 
Mackenzie and 8. G. Lushington ; H. Reed, K.C., and J. Corner. Soxicrrors, 
ned Taylor, Witleocks, § Co., for Gardner §& Herbert, Newport, Mon- 

e. 


which has been delivered with refer- 








[Reported by A. R. Tayxour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re BOWLBY (DECEASED). BOWLBY v. BOWLBY. No. 2. 
14th, 16th, 17th June ; 9th August. 
Wut—Consrrvcrion—Contincent Lecacy—InvestMEnts—ACCUMULATIONS 

Accrurne Durinc Minority or LeGatee—MarnTrenance—OariraL or 

a abealdeaeee Income—Conveyancine Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. 

c. 41) s. 43. 

This was an appeal by the plaintiffs, A. S. Bowlby, T. W.8. Bowlby, and 
H. B. Wilson, executors and trustees of the will of the testator, E. 8. Bowlby, 
from an order of Joyce, J., dated the 12th of November, 1903, whereby ‘it 
was ordered that the unapplied income and accumulations of a legacy 
bequeathed by her father, the testator, to the defendant Eva Mary S. 
Bowlby belonged to her, and was not vested in the trustee of the will. 
The facts were as follows: Edward 8. Bowlby, by his will dated 17th of 
June, 1898 (inter aha) bequeathed to each of his daughters who should 
attain the age of twenty-one years, or marry with the consent (if marrying 
after his death) of her guardian or guardians, thesum of £50,000, with a 
Proviso that the legacy given to each of his daughters who should 
attan the age of twenty-one years, or m with such consent 
» Storeenid, should not rest absolutely in her, but should be retained 

y his trustees and held by them upon trust to invest as in the said will 
mentioned, and to pay the income of such legacy of £50,000 and of the 
erectmante for the time being representing the same (thereinafter referred 

as her settled legacy) to such daughter of his, if she should not bea 
ae of the Roman Catholic Church at his death, during her life, and 
that she should become a member of the Roman Catholic Church, and so 

during coverture the same should be for her separate use without 
power of anticipation. And the said will provided that after the deter- 
nination in e lifetime of such daughters of the trust thereinbefore 
of the said income in her favour, the trustees should, during the 

of her life, hold the said income upon the trusts and for the 





purposes upon and for which the same would for the time being be held 
if she were then dead, and after the death of such daughter should stand 

ssed of her settled legacy and the future income thereof upon trust 
‘or the children or remoter issue of such daughter as in the said will more 
particularly mentioned. The will further contained a direction for 
making the infant children of the testator wards of court. The testator 
died on the 4th of November, 1902, and his will was proved on 
the 21st November, 1902, by A. 8. Bowlby, and T. W. 8. Bowlby, 
two of the plaintiffs and executors therein named, power being reserved 
to H. R. Wilson the tnird executor and trustee, to prove the same. 
The plaintiff, A. 8. Bowlby, was a son of the testator, and had attained the 
age of twenty-one years. The testator left besides three sons and four 
daughters, all of whom at his death were under the age of twenty-one 
years. The trustees appropriated a sum of £53,547 10s. 6d. Consols to 
answer the legacy given to the defendant, Eva Mary 8S. Bowlby, which 
was equivalent to £50,000, the amount of the legacy given to her by the 
will. By an order dated the 9th of February, 1903, it was ordered (inter 
alia) that the sum of £1,000 per annum should be allowed for the 
muintenance of the then infant, Eva M. 8. Bowlby, the defendant. The 
said defendant attained the age of twenty-one years on the 13th of July, 
1903. The plaintiffs as trustees accumulated the surplus income which 
arose from the settled legacy of the said Eva M.S. Bowlby. An originating 
summons, dated the 21st of July, 1903, was taken out by the plaintiffs as 
the executors and trustees of the testator for determining whether the 
defendant was entitled to have paid and transferred to her the moneys and 
funds representing the unapplied income accrued during the minority of 
the defendant of the legacy of £50,000, and to which she was entitled 
under the will of the testator, or whether the said moneys and funds 
should be held by the plaintiffs upon trusts declared by the said will 
of the capital of the said legacy. The surplus so accumulated by the 
trustees was invested in India 34 per cent. stock. The defendant, Eva M. 
8S. Bowlby, claimed the accumulations of income for her absolute benefit. 
The matter came before Joyce, J., and though he considered himself bound 
by the decision in Re Scott, Scott v. Scott (46 Soricrrors’ Journat 388, 50 
W R. 454; 1902, 1 Ch. 918), yet he said he did not absolutely dissent 
from that decision, though he felt considerable difficulty in holding that 
the surplus of the income, after providing for the maintenance, belonged 
to the defendant, Eva M. S. Bowlby, having regard to section 43 of 
the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881. And he held that the 
said unapplied income and accumulations belonged to the defendant. 
The plaintiffs appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 

Thr Cover (Vavenan Wriurams, Romer, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal and reversed the decision of Joyce, J. Their lordships 
read their judgments and declared that the moneys and funds representing 
the unapplied incom: accrued during the minority of the defendant, Eva 
M. S. Bowlby, of her settled legacy of £50,000 under the testator’s will, 
and accumulations of such income should be retained by the plaintiffs 
and held upon the trusts declared by the said will of the capital of the 
said settled legacy.—CovnseL, Vaughan Hawkins ; Rowden, K.C., and P. 8. 
Stokes. Sourcrroxs, Farrar § Co. ; Kennedy, Ponsonby, §& Ryde. 

{Reported by A. R. Taytour, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


JACKSON v. DE KADICH. Farwell, J. 5th Aug. 


Contract ror Saiz ov Lanp—Deprosrr—Famvre To CompLere—Rescission 
BY VenNpoR—Derposir in HANDs OF STAKEHOLDER. 


This was an action in which an order had been made on the 19th of 
March, 1904, directing specific performance of a contract entered into by 
defendant for the purchase of certain freehold hereditaments. A deposit 
of £1,000 had been paid to a firm of auctioneers, and the balance was to 
be paid on the 24th of June, 1903, the date fixed for completion, and was 
to bear interest if completion should be delayed. The contract contained 
no provision for the disposal of the deposit in case there should be no 
completion. The defendant having taken no steps to obey the order, the 
plaintiff, on the 29th of July, 1904, moved, on notice, to rescind the contract, 
for the payment of the costs, for a d jon that the plaintiff was 
entitled to the deposit, and for an order staying further proceedings, except 
so far as might be necessary to carry out and enforce the order asked. 
The defendant did not appear. 

Farwett, J., made the order in terms of the notice of motion, except as 
to the deposit. He doubted whether such a declaration could be e on 
motion aud ordered the matter to stand over for further argument. 

Counsel now cited Howe v. Smith (82 W. R. 802, 27 Ch. D. 89), and 
Dunn v: Vere (19 W. R. 151), and argued that, as laid down by Fry, L.J., 
in the former case, where the contract contained no terms with 
the deposit, it must be regarded not merely as part payment but also as an 
earnest to bind the bargain, and so was forfeitable it the purchaser failed 
to complete. 

Farwe.t, J., pointed out that in Howe v. Smith there was no rescission 
of the contract by the vendor. He refused to make the declaration in the 
absence of authority.—CounsrL, Sheldon. Soxicrrons, Maynard § Maynard. 

| Reported by R. Hitt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 


Re BLUNTS’ TRUSTS. Buckley, J. 3rd August. 


Wiu.i—Consrrvction—CnarrtasLe Lecacy—Conpirion or 
Perrervrry—Epvcation Act, 1902 (2 Ep. vi. c. 42). 

By her will, Isabella Dorothea Blunt, who died in 1900, gave to her 
trustees such a sum as, invested in certain securities therein mentioned, 
would produce an income of £20 a year, and she directed her trustees to 
pay such income to the treasurer the time being of the Bicknor and 
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Hucking National Schools for their support so long as they should be 
carried on under the conditions contéined 4 in the deed of trust of the said 
schools of the 18th of June, 1873, and the funds necessary for carrying 
them on should be supplied by voluntary contributions. And the 
testatrix declared that the bequests should be null and void (among other 
events) ‘‘if the funds necessary for carrying on the said schools shall be 
ised under powers for that purpose contained in any present or future 
Act of Parliament,’’ and that if that event should happen the payment of 
the said income to the treasurer under the said direction should ‘‘ cease 
and determine, and the fund purchased to produce the same shall fall into 
and form part of my residuary estate.’’ The trust deed of 1873 con- 
tained provisions that the school and endowments should be controlled and 
as follows: The principal officiating minister for the time being 
of the parish of Bicknor should have the superintendence of the 
religious and moral instruction of all the scholars attending such 
school, but in other respects the control and management 
of the school and endowments was to be vested in a com- 
mittee consisting of the said minister, his licensed curates, 
if appointed by him, and the churchwardens of the parish if communi- 
cants of the Church of England, and six other persons contributing 20s. 
ayear each, if such communicants, and having real estate in the parish or 
being resident therein, or in an adjoining parish, who were to be elected 
by the persons and in the manner in the said deed of trust mentioned. The 
testatrix died in April, 1900. In November, 1900, a sum of £800 Midland 
23 per cent. stock was purchased under the above direction, and the divi- 
dends were from time to time paid by the sole trustee of her will to the 
treasurer of the schools, which were carried on as public elementary schools. 
After the passing of the Education Act, 1902, the question arose whether 
the receipt of moneys for the maintenance of the school under that Act 
would cause the legacy to cease under the terms of the will, and to fall into 
and become part of the residuary estate of the testatrix. The present 
summons was taken out by the trustee of the will against the vicar of the 
parish and the other managers of the school, and against the residuary 
legatee under the will for the determination of this question. 

Bucxey, J.—I think that the very event has happened on which the 
testatrix has said that the gift of the annuity is to cease and determine. 
It has been contended, upon the authority of Re Bowen (37 Soxicrrors’ 
JourNAL, 386, 41 W. R. 535 [1893] 2 Ch. 491), that there is here a gift 
over which cannot take effect because it comes within the rule against per- 
petuities. But that case does not apply here where the gift ceases of it- 
self and the gift over is merely a direction that the fund shall fall into the 
residuary estate where it goes by law upon the determination of the 
legacy : Re Randell (38 Ch. D. 213). I must then see whether the event 
has happened upon which the defeasance in the will takes effect. One 
of these events 1s if the funds necessary for carrying on the school should 
be raised under any Act of Parliament. That event has happened, for 
to some extent those funds are provided under the Education Act, 1962. I 
therefore hold that the legacy has ceased and tbat the fund has fallen into 
the residue.—Counse1, G. B. Rashleigh ; O.L. Clare; F. G. Champernowne. 
Soxicrrors, Wigan, Champernowne, & Prescott. 

[Reported by Nevitte Tessurr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re RICHARDSON. RICHARDSON ». RICHARDSON. Joyce, J. 
9th August. 


Serrtey Lanp—Prrson Havinc Powers or Tenanr ror Lire—Con- 
DITIONAL RestpeNce—Invauiniry or Conpition—Serriep Lanp Act, 
1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 51, 58, sub-section I, clause U1. 
Originating summons. Alice Richardson, by her will dated the 8th of 

March, 1902, appointed executors and trustees (including trustees for the 

urposes of the Settled Land Acts) and, after various bequests, devised and 

Ccommthed all her real and personal property unto her niece, M. E. 

Richardson, upon condition that she resided in the house of the testatrix, 

called Brooklyn, during the lifetime of the sister of the testatrix, and 

kept there a home for the said sister whenever she should wish to use it; 
and in the event of the said niece predeceasing her, or refusing to comply 
with such condition, then the testatrix devised and bequeathed all her real 
and personal property, subject to a like condition contained in the devise 
and bequest to M. E. Richardson, to another niece, M. C. Richardson, 
plaintiff in the present action, and in the event of both nieces predeceasing 
the testatrix, or refusing to comply with the said condition, then the real 
and personal estate was devised and bequeathed, subject to the above 
condition, to another niece, A, H. Richardson, and if all the three nieces 
predeceased the testatrix,or refused to comply with the said condition, 
then the whole of the real and personal estate was devised and bequeathed 
to trustees upon trust for her eaid sister, Mary Ellen Richardson, during her 
life, and after her decease upon trust to sell the same and divide the proceeds 
equally between the children of her said brother, G. Richardson, as therein 

mentioned. The testatrix died on the 28th of March, 1902, and M. E. 

Richardson, the niece, by a deed poll disclaimed the conditional devise 

and bequest to her. M. C. Richardson, the other niece, accepted the gift 

and came over from America and resided at the house of the testatrix 
called Brooklyn, and was prepared to provide there a home for the sister of 
the testatrix. Mary Ellen Richardson was a lunatic not so found by 
inquisition, and had been under restraint in an asylum since 1891. She 
was fifty-five years of age, and there was no likelihood of her recovering 
her reason. The plaintiff desired to sell the whole of the real estate 
devised to her. An originating summons was taken on her behalf 
asking: 1. Whether M. C. Richardson was under the will of Alice 

Richardson a person having the powers of a tenant for life under the 

Settled Land Acts in pevtion | to Brooklyn, and whether she could sell it 

discharged from the condition imposed by the will, and if so, whether she 

was absolutely entitled to the proceeds of sale discharged from any 
obligation to provide a home for hey Ellen Richardson. 











Joyce, J.—In this case, in the events which have happened, there js , 
devise to the testatrix’s niece, Mary Catherine Richardson, upon ¢qp, 
dition that she resides in the house, known as Brooklyn, during the life. 
time of the testatrix’s sister, Mary Ellen Richardson, and provides there 
home, free of costs or charge of any kind, for her said sister, Mary Elle, 
Richardson, whenever her said sister chose to avail herself of such home 
and in the event of Mary Catherine Richardson not complying with the 
condition, then the property was devised to another niece. Now, the sister 
Mary Ellen Richardson there referred to was unfortunately a lunatic, ang 
at the date of the will had been confined as a lunatic for ten or twely 
years, and [aminformed thatitis inthe highest degreeimprobable that sheyi 
ever recover her mental faculties. In that state of things it appears to me 
that this provision in respect to residing by the devisee at Brooklyn, and 
providing a home for Mary Ellen Richardson, if and whenever she shoul 
recover, and wish to avail herself of such house is, in truth, g 
condition, and not merely a trust or reservation for th 
benefit of this lunatic, as it might have been if the cm. 
dition had been one merely for the payment of a sum of money, or a 
annuity, or a condition permitting the lunatic to reside and occupy a por. 
tion of the property during her life. It appears to me, having regard to 
the cases with reference to residence, that the condition in this case dog 
not differ materially from the other in respect of residence, and is just a 
obnoxious to the provisions of section 51 of the Settled Land Act as ifit 
had been a provision for residence merely. In that state of things I hold 
that Mary Catherine Richardson is ‘‘a tenant in fee simple, with a 
executory limitation over,”’ in a certain event, that is to say, the cases 
within clause (ii.) of sub-section (1) of section 58 of the Settled Land Ad, 
she has the powers of a tenant for life, and therefore the condition in 
question is void under section 51 of the Act. She is entitled to sell the 
property free from any condition. CounseL, Younger, K.C., Hughes, KX, 
H. M. Humphrey, Baden, Fuller. Souicrrors, Gribble, Oddie, Sinclair, ¢ 
Johnson, agents for Couchman, Christopher, § Lodder, Henley-on-Arden,. 

[Reported by Atrrep C. Tuomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re A DEBTOR, Ex parte W. A. BAKER (LIM,), Bigham and Darling, JJ. 
9th August. 


Bankruptcy—Receivinc Orper Mave rm Liev or CommirraL Oxper- 
Evipence oF Mrans—Denrors Act, 1869 (52 & 33 Vicr. c. 62), 8.5- 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 72), s. 103, SuB-secrion 5. 
Appeal by a debtor from a receiving order made in the county court a 

Canterbury in lieu of a committal order on a judgment summons. Qh 
the hearing of the judgment summons, the debtor was not present 
or represented, and there was no evidence before the court that he had 
means to pay the debt. The judge asked the solicitor to the judgment 
creditor it he would consent to a receiving order being made, and on his 
consenting the judge made a receiving order in lieu of a committal order 
under sub-section 5 of section 103 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, The 
debtor appealed. 

Tue Covrtr (Bicuam and Darurne, J.J.) allowed the appeal, and held, 
distinguishing R. v. County Court Judge of Susser, 36 W. R. Dig. 104, 5% 
L. T. 32, that in a case where there is no evidence whatever that the 
debtor has means to pay the debt a receiving order cannot be made ons 
judgment summons. A committal order under section 5 of the Debtor 
Act, 1869, cannot be made unless there is evidence of means, and by sub- 
section 5 of section 103 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, it is provided thats 
receiving order may be made ‘‘in lieu” of a committal order. In a cae 
where the judge cannot make a committal order, it follows that he cannot 
make a receiving order, for he cannot make any order ‘‘in lieu” of a 
order that he has no power to make at all, Appeal allowed.—Covnsti, 
Frank Mellor; Condy. Sorscrroxs, A. H. Arnould, agent for J. H. Rol, 
Folkestone; H. W. Watts, Folkestone. 

[Reported by P. M. Fraycxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Mr. Justice Bigham did not sit at the Law Courts on Thursday, having 
left town for Liverpool on account of the serious illness of his mother. 


‘“‘ Registrar X,”’ writing to the Times on the new County Courts Bil, 
says that in the opinion of very many of the registrars, their clerks, 
bailiffs, who are daily and hourly engaged in carrying out the duties od 
these courts—the alterations Chiefly required, and which would be mos 
beneficial to all concerned, are: 1. That the extended jurisdiction 
£100 should apply to all courts, as does the £50 jurisdiction at present: 
2. That any increase in the work of the judges caused by such extel 
sion could easily be provided for—and that without the least further & 
pense or inconvenience—by making agreat number of the courts bi-monthly, 
so far as the judges are concerned, but leaving such courts still to be held 
monthly by the registrars for the latter t® exercise the jurisdictia 
which they have at present, and under which in many courts they # 
accustomed to deal (to the great satisfaction of the suitors) with at lest 
seven-eighths of the cases; 3. That much closer supervision should 
exercised than at present concerning the affidavits by which plaintiffs im 
properly obtain the transfer of actions from the ‘‘ home” to ‘‘ foreigi 
courts, thus entirely defeating the object of the courts—viz., to brilg 
justice home to the door of every man. 4. That in all cases where a de 
summons can be issued (being the approximation to the procedure int 
High Court referred to in your article) the affidavit disclosing the natut 
of ~ — should apply and not be limited to £10 as proposed in the 
new . 
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Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


Covuncit Exection, 1904, 

Report of the Scrutineers, to be presented at the adjourned general 
meeting of the society on the 10th of August, 1904. 

We, the undersigned, the Scrutineers duly appointed at the general 
meeting of the society, held on the 22nd of July, 1904, to receive and 
examine the voting papers, and to certify the result of the election of 
candidates for the Council, report as follows :— 

The secretary handed to us, on Monday, the 8th of August, a box con- 
taining the voting papers, which he informed us had been placed in it as 
they were delivered, and they were opened and examined by us. 

The first schedule hereto annexed contains a statement of the total 
number of voting papers received, and the number of papers rejected, 
with the grounds of rejection. 

The second schedule contains a statement of the total number of votes 
given in favour of each candidate. ; 

The third schedule contains the names of those candidates whom we 
find and certify to be duly elected. 

The voting papers have been closed up under our seal. 


THE FIRST SCHEDULE. 
Referred to in the annexed Report. 
Vortnc Pavers Recktvep, Resecrep, &c. 
The number of voting papers received was 4,050, of which there were :— 
(a) Received after the prescribed date... bn 16 
b) Unsigned ... oss nie osgen'Se, is 15 
(ec) Two names not struck out on me ooo 5 


36 
THE SECOND SCHEDULE. 
Referred to in the annexed Report. 
Vores in Favovr or Eacu Canpipate. 
Total Votes. 
C. M. Barker . a: ee 
T. W. Bischoff... 
F, Brinsley- Harper 
J.W. Budd . 
H. Clifton 
I. Dawes 
W.H. Gmy ... 
Hi. E. Gribble ... 
H. Manisty 
T. Marshall... 
F.P. Morrell ... 
T. Rawle = 
Sir A. K. Rollit on 
A. Wightman ... ‘a és Pn one 
THE THIRD SCHEDULE. 
Referred to in the annexed Report. 
Names or Canpipates Duty Execrep. 
To 
Sir A. K. Rollitt ese _ on eos 
F. P. Morrell ... =, sie ise eee res 
T. Rawle pe ei bah ca san 
T. Marshall 
A. Wightman... 
J. W. Budd 
H. Manisty 
Hi. E. Gribble ... 
W.H.Gray .. 
C. M. Barker ... 2,909 
I’, Dawes “a ils ose 2,711 
T. W. Bischoff... = me snk ay eee 2,649 
(Signed) W. J. Frasrn, Chairman, 
N. Hannanrr. 
Hy. Seery. 
F. G. Corwe.u, 
R. H. Bryrn. 


Law Association. 


aa meeting of the directors was held at the Law Society’s Hall on 
Thursday, the 4th inst., Mr. F.T. Birdwood in the chair. The other 
directors present were Mr. 8. J. Daw, Mr. F. Foss, and Mr. T. H. 
Gardiner. A sum of £20 was voted for the relief of a London solicitor’s 


Widow ey new life member was elected ; and other general business was 


Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


ot usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
eld at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 10th inst. Mr. 


‘ notwithstanding 


' time to time belong to the School of Law. 





H. Holland Burne (Bath) in the chair, the other directors t being 
Sir John Gray Hill, and and Messrs, Walter Dowson, R. Ellett (Cirencester), 
W. H. Gray, W.G. King, C G. May, Richard Pennington, J.P., and 
J.T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £886 was distributed in ts of relief, 
four new members were admitted to the association, and other general 
business was transacted. 








The New School of Law. 


Tue draft charter of incorporation for the establishment of a School of 
Law, formally approved last week by the joint committees of the four Inns 
of Court and of the Law Society, provides, says the Times, that the present 
Treasurers and two Masters of the Bench of several Inns, and the present 
president, vice-president, and two members of the Council of the Law 
Society, and all such other persons as now are or may hereafter become 
Treasurers and Masters of the Bench of the said Honourable societies and 
president, vice-president, and members of the Council of the Law Society, 
shall be one body politic and corporate by the name of the School or 
Law, shall have perpetual succession and a common seal, may hold, 
e Statutes of Mortmain, any lands, tenements, or 
hereditaments within the United Kingdon not exceeding in the whole 
the annual value of £5,000, and may grant, demise, or otherwise 
dispose of all or any lands, tenements, or hereditaments that may from 
The objects of the school 
are defined to be the teaching and study of law in all its branches; 
and the governing body is to be a president and council, the —— 
being elected annually by the council from among their number, and 
the council consisting of 30 members (retiring after holding office for 
four years) to be nominated as follows: Four each by the four Inns of 
Court, eight by the Law Society, and one each by the Lord Chancellor, 
the Colonial Secretary, the Secretary for India, and the Universities 
of Oxford, Cambridge, and London. One half of the first members 
nominated by the Inns of Court and the Law Society, as well as the first 
University members, will retire after two years’ service (being eligible for 
re-nomination). ‘Ten members of the council will constitute a quorum. 
The powers of the council are defined as follows: The council may 
appoint a principal and other officers and professors, lecturers, and readers 
as they may deem adyisable, and may charge for attendance on lectures 
and classes such fees as they in their discretion shall think advisable, and 
may hold examinations and award certificates and may award scholarships 
and exhibitions upon or after such examination and upon such terms as the 
council shall see fit. The council may enter into any arrangement with 
the Honourable Societies of the Inns of Court, the Law Society, and the 
Universities of Oxford, Cambridge, and London, and others, for the 
furtherance or promotion of the objects of the School of Law as defined 
by these presents or incidental thereto. It is further provided that any 
person or persons or bodies politic and corporate, their heirs and 
successors respectively, may give, grant, sell, alien, assign, dispose, or 
devise in mortmain in tuity or otherwise to or to the use and benefit 
or in trust for the School of Law and their successors any messuages, lands, 
tenements, and hereditaments (not exceeding with the lands then held by 
the school the yearly value of £5,000 as aforesaid), and also any sum or 
sums of money, goods, chattels, stocks in the public funds, securities for 
money, and other personal estate for the purposes of the school or any 
purpose incidental thereto or connected therewith, and the same may be 
taken, held, enjoyed, and —_ accordingly. The council may for the 
purpose of giving effect to the powers conferred on them by these ts 
and for the administration of the affairs of the School of Law make such 
regulations as seem to them proper, and from time to time, vary, alter, or 
repeal such regulations. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. W. H. Hvpson, solicitor, of Union Bank-buildings, Ely-place, 
Charterhouse-street, London, has been appointed a Commissioner of the 
Supreme Court of the Colony of the Cape of Good Hope to take Affidavits 
and Examine Witnesses under Rule of Court 274. 

Mr. Gray Toruam, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. E. B. Wiison & 
Topham, of Mirfield, Yorkshire, has been appointed Clerk to the 
Governors of the Mirfield Grammar School, in succession to Mr. T. E. 
Nevin, deceased. ’ 

Mr. A. W. Trmsrztt, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Timbrell & 


| Deighton, has been appointed Under-Sheriff to Mr. Sheriff Woodman. 


Mr. F. Howss, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Francis Howse & Eve, 
has been appointed Under-Sheriff to Mr. Sheriff Strong. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 
Josgrn Joun Warts and Taomas Putiurrs, solicitors (Watts & Phillipe), 


Chertsey. July 23. (Gazette, Aug. 
Tuomas Georce Dosns and Joun Beysamin Brsnor Hut, solicitors, 
(Dobbs & Hill), Worcester. March 22, [ Gasette Aug. 9. 
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General. 
Mr. Justice Bray was knighted by the King on Wednesday. 


A telegram, received on Thursday, states that Sir Robert Wright bas 
had a relapse, and that his condition is regarded as somewhat serious. 


A Cardiff magistrate has, says the St. James's Gazette, presented the local 
court with a set of ivory-covered Bibles for the swearing of witnesses, the 
idea being that with the covers of this kind the Bibles can be constantly 
cleansed and a serious objection to ‘‘ kissing the book ’’ removed. 


At Nottingham, on Saturday, says the Zimes, William John Watson, a 
well-known local solicitor, was charged with forging mortgage deeds. The 
prisoner was apprehended on Friday at Market Weighton, East Riding of 
Yorkshire, where he had been residing since disappearing from Notting- 
ham in June. 


On the 4th inst., in the House of Commons, the following Bills were 
withdrawn: Married Women’s Property Act (1882) Amendment Bill, 
Crown Lands Bill, Penal Servitude Bill, Police (Superannuation: Bill, 
Solicitors Bill, Naval Works (Portsmouth Barracks Site) Bill, Local 
Authorities (Treasury Powers) Bill, Sale of Butter Bill, Lunacy Bill, Sea 
Fisheries Bill, and Valuation Bill. 

A startling incident interrupted Mr. Justice Bucknill’s summing-up in 
a case at the Birmingham Assizes on the 5th inst., says the Daily Mail. 
A gentleman, seated behind counsel, suddenly leapt from his seat, 
tore off his coat, and, holding it at arm’s length, scrambled hastily from 
the benches to the adjacent corridor. ‘‘ What was that?” asked his 
lordship. ‘‘ Matches, my lord,’’ replied a laconic official, and the odour 
of burning brimstone slowly filled the court. It was a case of spontaneous 
ignition, which was, of course, attributed to the heat wave. 


The Lord Chief Justice, says the Daily Mail, set an interesting example 
to the bench at Birmingham Assizes on Saturday, announcing his willing- 
ness to work on Sunday if the convenience of litigants required it. The 
case was an action for damages for dilapidation of a house. It became 
necessary to adjourn in order that his lordship might visit the house. 
This he proposed to doon Monday morning, “‘ but if it is any inconvenience,”’ 
he added, ‘‘I don’t mind going on Sunday afternoon instead.’’? Counsel 
hurriedly assured his lordship that Sunday labour would be unnecessary. 


A lawyer was, says the Chicago Tribune, examining a candidate for the 
jury-box concerning his qualifications as a juror. {* Have you ever served 
on a jury?’’ he asked. ‘‘ No, sir,’’ answered fhe man. “I’ve been 
drawn a good many times, but I was always too smart to get caught on a 
jury.” ‘‘ What’s that, sir: ’’ interrupted the judge sternly. ‘Do you 
boast of your smartness in escaping jury duty?’’ ‘‘ No, your honour,”’ 
said theman. ‘‘Notatall. When I said I was too smart I meant that I 
was always excused because the lawyers thought I wasn’t ignorant 
enough.”’ 

On the 4th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr. Cremer asked the Prime 
Minister whether, before the end of the Session, he would afford the 
House sn opportunity of discussing the vote for the Charity Commission, 


as the vote had not been discussed for the last three years, and there was a | 


question on the paper describing the administration of certain endowments 
asa scandal, Mr. Balfour said that, if it was possible to find such an 
opportunity within the somewhat narrow limits at disposal, he should be 
glad to do so, but he hoped it would be understood that it was impossible 
to give any pledge on the subject. 

The Bill introduced in the House of Commons by Mr. Bousfield is, says 
the St. James’s Gazetic, the outcome of the Adolf Beck case, and proposes to 
confer on the Home Secretary the power to order a new trial in cases 
where he thinks there are proper grounds for so doing, as when there is 
reason to suppose that a prisoner may have been the victim of a miscarriage 
of justice. In the case of a conviction at sessions, the new trial would 
be at the assizes; but in case the original conviction was at assize, the 
new trial would be before three judges, or in such other manner as the 
Lord Chief Justice, with the consent of the Home Secretary, might direct. 


If the young Filipino whe recently graduated from the Georgetown 
University Law School at Washington is, says the Albany Law Journal, a 
fair sample of his race, it is high time that the idea that they are ‘‘ next 
thing to savages ’’ should be given up. This youth, who answers to the 
name of Roman Jose Lacson y de Paula, was awarded two of the principal 
prizes and honours, the faculty prize of forty dollars for the best essay 
from among the members of the third year class, his subject being ‘‘ The 








Equitable Powers of Injunction,’’ and the special prize, a set of ‘‘ Smith’s ! 


Leading Cases,’’ for the best essay from the members of the third and 
fourth year classes combined. Judge Shepard, of the Court of Appeals of 
the District of Columbia, in presenting the prizes, felt moved to intimate 
that such a shewing gave evidence of fitness for citizenship. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—¥aipay, August 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep 1x Caancery. 


Exrress Motor axp Venicte Mawvractunine Co, Lamrren —Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 30, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Stenton Gibbon, 40, Brazenose st, Manchester. Field & Cunningham, 

, solors for liquidator 








Frepx. Otiver & Co, Luurep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 25, to send their | 
names and addresses, and i of their debts o: i 
15, Richmond ter, Blackburn. 


r 
jam Bros, Blackburn, solors for liquidator 


, to John Haworth, | 





Sumatra Tonacco Piaytations Co, Lintrev—Creditors are required, on or before %, 
to send their pamesand addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wij 
Maunsell Reeves and John William Young, 2, Tokenhouse bldgs. Davidson & Morris, 
Queen Victoria st, solors for liquidators 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, August 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 

Epwarp I Strout, Limrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 23, to send thejp 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Wate, 
Gibson Hill, 9, Bennetts hill, Birmingham. Johnsons & Co, Birmingham, solors fy 
liquidator 

mechan Supay Miverats, Liutrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 2, directed tp 
be heard Oct 25. Hands, London Wall, sulor for petner. Notice of appearing mug 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 

Exrretp CuronicLe Printinc AND Postisuixa Co, Limrren—Creditors are required, op 
or before Sept 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt, 
or claims, to James Durie Pattullo, 65, London Wall Clapham & Co, Devonshire 
Bishopsgate, solors for liquidator Y ; 

Fieiprxes, Limttep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept 13, to send their names anj 
addresses, and the particnlars of their debts and claims, to Mr Isaac Samuel, Hg 
bldgs, The Hayes, Cardiff Windybank & Co, Oxford ct, Cannon st, solors fy 
liquidator et as 

Faas Sovurn Extenxpep Gotp Miyise Co, Limtrep—Petn for winding up, presente 
Aug 4, directed to be heard Oct 25. Hands, London Wall, solor for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
Oct 24 

Go.tpEN VaLtey Mixes or West Avustrauia, Livrrgp—Creditors are required, on o 
before Sept 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts o 
claims, to Alfred William Cook und George Sneath, 71, Cheapside. _ 

TT Synpicare, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 3, directed to be heard 
Oct 25. Harston & Bennett, 4, Bishopsgate st Within, solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 4 

Yircarn Exptontsc Co, Linmrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 12. to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J W Wood- 
thorpe, Leudenhall bldgs, Leadenhall st 


The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 


Aug. 18.—Messrs. H. E. Fosver & Cranrizxp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIONS : ; ; 

‘To One-fifth of a Trust Fand in Colonial Stocks, &c., value £4,500. 
Messrs. P. Collings & Co., London. a 

To One-ninth of a Trust Fund, value £4,530, lady aged 69. Solicitors, Messy, 
Travers, Smith, Braithwaite & Co, London. 

To Three-sixteenths of a ‘Trust Fand, value £5,000, lady aged 52, and to Une-half of 
a Trust Fund, value £5,0c0, receivable in same event, and to One-half of Trust 
Fund, value £7,000, on deceased of above-mentioned lady, subject to a 
annuity of £300 to a lady aged 47. Solicitors, Messrs, Douglas Norman « 0o,, 


London. 

LIFE POLICIES for £2,000, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £600, £500, £40), 
Solicitors, Messrs. Beale & Co., Birmingham; Alfred Oct Hedley, Ex, 
Sunderland ; and C. G. Scott, Esq., London. 

ABSOLUTE INTEREST in One-seventh of Freeholds, Mortgages, &c., value £27,700. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Rooper & Whately, London. _— ’ 

£250 DEBENTURE in the Whitehall Club, 8.W. Solicitors, Messrs. Roweliffes, 
Rawle, & Co., London. 

See advertisements, this weck, back pagé ) 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 5. 2 = 
BenrLey, Sotomon, Ta'ke, Staffs, Licensed Victualler Sept 3 Sherratt & Nelson, Kids- 
grove, Staffs - 
BERNADAS, Axtosio Parrrecas Y, Barcelona, Spain Sept 17 Hollams & Co, Mincing lo 
BisikER, AL¥RED, Stone, nr Dartford Sept17 French & Co, Walbrook 
Botton, Gzorce, Worsley, nr Manchester, Iron Merchant Sept 22 Berry, Manchester 
Brewer, Tuomas, Wavertree, Liverpool Sept Davies & Co, Warriogton 
Bryan, An» Peto, Croydon Sept 8 Batchelor & Co, Pancras In, Queca st ; 
Burkiysuaw, Witiiam Henry, Sheffield, Joiner’s Tool Manufacturer Sept 5 Smith & 
Co, Sheffield 
CuatTuasm, Jonn Parke, Kingston upon Hull, Solicitor Sept 10 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 
Davis, a waa New Windsor, Berks, Chimney Sweep Sept 1 Durnford & Gal, 
Windsor 
Davis, WiLL1AM, Leverstock Green, Herts, Farmer. Sept14 Clarkson & Co, Lime st__ 
Dawsos, Ernest Frepgrick, Charlotcetown, Prince Edward Island, Canada, Civil 
Engineer Sept 3 Maddison & Co, Old Jewry Litas ; 
Downsman, gous Tuomas, Hathersage, Derby, Agent Sept 17 Gould & Coombs, 
thettiel : 
Forses. Right Hon Cuartes Henry Rotte Hersuen Srvapr, Baron Clinton aad Saye, 
Heanton katchville, Devon Oct1 Frere & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Gatioway, Cuarizs Jonny, Knutsford, Chester Sept10 Payne & Co, Manchester 
GopparD, Joszrn, Chinley, Derby, Farmer Sept 15 Bennett & Co, Buxton 
oe Se Henry, Sherborne, Dorset, Grocer Bartlett & Sons, 
rset 
Greex, Fraayces, Ashton under Lyne Aug19 Richards & Hurst, Ashton under Lyne 
Greenaway, Tuomas, Upper Gornal, Sedgley, Staffs, Metal Dealer Aug 30 Hooper & 
Fairbairn, Dudle: . ds 
Harvey, Georar, 8t Mary Magdalen, Norfolk, Blacksmith Aug1 Ollard, Wisbech 
Hears, Ext, Ascot, Berks Aug 3t Freeman, Leyton, Exsex 
Heeeina, Joun, Islington Sept 1 Dyson & Co, Gt Winchest+r st 
Hesketu, WILLIAM, St Helen’s, Lancs Sept 1 Frodsham, St Helen's = 
Hussey, Joun, Edgbasion, Birmingham, Merchant Sept 15 Unett & Co, Birmingham 
Jackson, Epwanp, Ellenhall, nr Eccleshall, Farmer Sept 24 Great Rex & Co, Stafford 
Jenkins, Soruta, Crawley Sept 20 Belfield, Kensington sq mans : 
Kyiont, Hattey Anprew, Croydon Sept2 sluden & Wing, Delahay +t, Westminster | 
Mitpway, Cuartes Arunpet Sr Jony, Hazelgrove, Semerset Sept 5 Warren, Ot 
Russell st 
Mixrorp, Fraxces Hagriort, Exeter Sept 29 Geare & Mathew, Exeter 
Parpor, Josurn, Camberwell Newrd Sept12 Kimber & Co, Old Jomey - 
Rorueruam, Cuaries, Gt Saikeld, Cumberland, Yeoman Aug3l Richardson, Penrith 
Tay or, Sam, Darnall, Sheffield, Joiner Sept 3 Smith & Co, Sheffield ; 
Tecmss, ant Sapinz, Santa Cruz, California, U8 A Sept 16 Murton Neale, Tunbridge 


Wena, Seemann, Faweett st, Kensington Sept2 Robinson & Sons, Lincoln’sim 

elds 

Wippowson, Cuaries Ricnanrp, Catford, Clerk Sept10 Lovell & White, Snow hill 

Wi.tiams, Emma, Upper Gionsatios Hh, Regent’s Park fept5 King & Co, Cannon # 

Woovngap, Joun, Wibsey, Bradf Sept 15 Stamford & Metcalre, Bradford A 

Youxa, Muzsat, Old Charlton, Provision Dealer Sept 10 Rowland Jackaman, Linool't 
inn fie 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
xett, Nicuoias James, Plymouth, Florist Plymouth 
Beart Aug Ord Aug 3° : 
Bias, EDWARD, Ascot, Berks, Schoolmaster Kingston, 


oAsT, 

BoA eat Pet July ¢ 

Boccis, Percy Haro.p, Osborne ter, Clapham rd, Music 
Hall Artists’ Manager High Court Pet July30 Ord 
July 30 

= hy Watrtes, Manchester, Restaurant Proprietor 
Manchester Pet July 15 Ord July 29 

Buck, Jouy, Saltley, Birmingham, Chairmaker Birming- 
ham Pet July 28 Ord July 28 

Bortox, Oriver, Lower Withington, Chelford, Chester, 
Minister Macclesfield Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

Carpenter, H, & Co, Aldersgate st, Importers High 
Court Pet July18 Ord Aug 2 

Cuatx, Eayest, Woolston, Southampton, Butcher South- 
ampton Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 ; 

(CaampeRLAiN, JosePH_Joun, Bromley, Fruiterer Croydon 
Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

Coates, WiLL1AM Joun, Manchester, Incorporated Account- 
ant Manchester Pet July19 Ord Aug3 

Cox, Cuantes Witu1Am, Cardiff, Bootmaker Cardiff Pet 
Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Ceawcour, Lawin, and Arraur Leropotp Crawocour, 
Tottenham court rd, Furniture Dealers High Court 
Pet July 20 Ord Aug 2 ; 
Crooks, Joun ALFRED, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, 
Frait Salesman Manchester Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 
Davatersa, Joun Ineuis, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Aug3 Ord Aug 3 

Fetzows, Davin, Bradley, Sedgley, Staffs, Mechanical 
Engineer Dudley Pet Aug2 Ord Aug2 . 

GayveR, JonN, Morlev, Yorks, Watchmaker Dewsbury 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Gzeenwoop, Samurn Jonx, Wolverhampton, Baker 
Wolverhampton Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 

Haraisun, James, Twickenham, Ironmonger Brentford 
Pet June 24 Ord July 29 

Haraison, Joun, Gainsborough, Small Ware Dealer 
Lincvin Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 ; 

Horwoop, Joun, Tachbrook st, Pimlico High Court Pet 
March7 Ord July 29 


Keeve, L Perry, Turnham Green Station, Motor Car 
Manufacturer Breniford Pet July 16 Ord Aug 2 

Kxucksy, Cuartes Henry, Dartmouth, Saddler Ply- 
mouth Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Lewix, Samuet Dewar, Manchester, Outside Stock Broker 
Manchester Pet July 19 Ord Aug3 

lasaken, Henry Groner, North Audiey st, Estate Agent 
High Court Pet June7 Ord July 27 

Livisaston, ALFRED, Scarborough, Market Gardener 
Scarborough Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Lovett, R J Arpgen, Cheyne row, Uhelsea High Court 
Pet May 27 Ord Aug 3 

Luoxty, Avery Duncan, Clifton, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Lyox, Frepertc Henry CLEVELAND, Stavordale rd, High- 

Hill High Court Pet July 12 Ord Aug3 

OsBaLDESTON, Faank, Chancery In, Solicitor High Court 
PetAprili8 Ord Aug 3 

Parreiwer, RecinaLD CuaRLEe3, Woolwich, Umbrella 
Maker Greenwich Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Rayce, Percy Nicnoias, Stockton on Tees, Painter 
Stockton on Tezs Pet July 40 Ord July 30 

Reap, Eowarp, Ramsgate, Grocer Canterbury Pet July 
15 Ord July 29 

Ropverick, Eowarp, Lilansamlet, Glam, Tin Plate Rollerman 
Swansea Pet Aug2 Ord Aug2 

Rosexperc, Henry, and So.omon Rosensenc, New 
Tredegar, Mon, Watchmakers Tredegar vet July 30 
Ord July 30 

Seipy, am, Leeds, Grocer Lieds Pet Aug 3 Ord 

ug 

Sivoxs, CaLEs, and Epmunp Simons, Caerphilly, Glam, 

: Pontypridd Pet Augs Ord Aug3 

SISS0NS, SAMUEL RoBERT, Gt Coates, Lincs, Station, Master 
GtGrimsby Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Swirt, Taomas, Blackburn, Brass Finisher Blackburn 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Tarrersrieip, Caoss.ey, Knaresborough, Yorks, Licensed 

Victualler York Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Tgomas, AnTauUR Eanzst, Roath Park, Cardiff, Typewriter 
Man.ger Cardiff Pet Jaly30 Ord July 30 

Warwaicut, Taomas, Denbigh, Wrexham, Baker Wrex- 
ham Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 3 

Watsox, Water, Clavering, Essex, Miller 
Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 3 

Wicarwick, WituraM Jerrery, Tonbridge, Tallow Chandler 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 26: 


Hioxux, Harry, Bromley, Motor Dealer Croydon Pe 
May'27 Ord'July 19” , m 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bavzs, Groncr, H M Prison, Northampton, Farmer Aug 
man at 12,30 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 
18, Percy Hanoup, Osborne ter, Clapham rd, Music 
Hall Artists’ Manager Aug 18 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


B Carey st 
UNN, Haney Beacey, Gt Yarmouth, Hairdresser Aug 17 
Cunt 12.80 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 
Renter, H, & Co, Aldersgate st, Importers 
pa. ptcy bldgs, Carey st 
aon Tuomas, Loughborough, Cycle Maker 
Cas 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Woour, Lewix, and Artacr Leororp Crawcovr, 


Court ri, Furniture Dealers Aug 18 at 1 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Garey st 7” } 


Cambridge 


Aug 19 at 
Aug 16 
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MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 
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MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 
MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H.M. THE KING. 



























The ** VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c. 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARK’ 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 

Earl Fitzhardinge. 
Lord Gifford. 
Lord Pirbright. 
Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). 
Sidney Harrison, Esq., J.P. 
Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. | Miss 

A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Pamphlet No. 829v. 














Dateuress, Joun Incus, Bradford, Grocer Aug 16 at 3 , 
Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Goopman, Haroxp, Leytonstone, Brick Merchant Aug 15 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Garaves, Watutack McGurrix, South sq, Gray's 
Aug 17 at 12.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Harris, Wavrer James, Leicester, Gunsmith Aug 15 at | 
12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Haveutros, Ricnarpy Dorroy, Broseley, Salop. Brick 
Manufacturer Aug 16at11.30 Off Rec, 42, St John's 
Hill, Shrewsbury i 

Hors, Ernest Atrrep, Boscombe, Hants, Tailor Aug 
15 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless et, 8 isbury 

Hueues, Toomas, Aberystwyth, Painter Aug 19 at 11 
Town Hall, Aberystwyth 

Lame, Cuarues, Mark In, Chemical Merchant Aug 18 at 12 
Bankrup'cy bldgs, Carey st 

Lee, James, Brighton, Master Mariner Aug 15 at 12 Off 
Rec, 4. Pavilion bidgs, B ighton 

Lewis, James, and ALLAN Fraser Braicstocke, Liverpool, 
ere Brokers Aug 15 at 230 Off Rec, 35, Victoria 
st, Live 

Macoun, James Ritonie, Brick ct, Temple, Barrister at 
Law Augi7at12 Bankruptev bldgs, Carey st 

PickrorD, Joseps, sen, Penarth, Glam, Builder 
12 117, St Mary st, Card ff 

Poare, Jous, Kingston upon Hall, Builder Aug 13 at 11 
Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull 

Paice, Aazon, Warrington, Fishmonger's Assistant Aug 
15 at 230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Rostns, Freperick, Farnham, Builder Aug 16 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Ros oTHAM, Epwarp, Albemarle st, Piccadilly Aug 15 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Royie, Witiiam, South Shore, slackpool, Leather Mer- 
chant Avg il5at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Sate, Wiiuram Caarces, Thatcham, Berks, Draper Aug 13 
at12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Suarp, Wii.1am Groaar, North Shie'ds, Painter Aug 15 
at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on ‘Ts ne 

Suita, Wiwwram, Scarborough, Journalist Aug 15 at 
11.30 74, Newborough, Scarborough 

TATTERSFIELD, Crossiey, Knaresborough, Yorks, Licensed 
Victualler Aug 16 at 12.30 Off Bec, The Red House, 
Dancombe pl, York . 

Tuomas, Jonn, Blaenau Fe-tiniog, Quarryman Aug 15 at 
10.45 Police Court, Portmadoe 

Tompson, WiLtiAM, Pontypridd, Fruiterer Aug 15 at 12 
135, High st, Merthyr (ydfil 

Warke, Cuartes Lyi, Liverpool, Doctor Aug 15 at 12 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wesster, Wittiam Hewnay, Leicester, Tailor Aug 15 at 
12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Le:cester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Beavis, Freperick, Sonning Common, Oxford, Builder 
i Pet July 15 Ord July 30 


IcHoLas James, Plymouth, Florist Plymouth 
Berry, Caartes Hisseat, Moss Side, nr Manchester | 
Salford Pet June 16 Ord July 29 
Bisuor, Epitra, New le on Tyne, Pickle Merchant 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 20 Ord July 29 
Boast, Roneat, Tutbury, Staffs, Innkeeper Burton on 
Trent Pet July 30 Or4 July 30 | 
Boaais, Percy Haroup, Osborne ter, Cla: rd, Musie 
oa far Manager High Court Pet July 30 Ord 
y 
Bagoxs, Epwarp, Fornce't St Peter, Norfolk, Farmer | 
Norwich Pet July9 Ord July 30 | 


inn 


Aug 15 at 


BENNgTT, 
Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 3 


Brovanron, Freoerick, Sheffield, Pork Butcher Sheffield 
Pet July 18 Ord July 30 











| Buck, Joux, Saltley, Birmiogham, Chair Maker Bir- 


mingham Pet July 28 Ora July 28 

Burton, Otiver, Lower Withingtoa, Chelford, Chester, 
Minister Maccle-tield Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

> en nr ga st, Importer High Court 
Pet July 18 ug 3 a 

CHILDS, THowas, Cardi, Marine Store Dealer Cardiff 
Pet J 2 Or ¥ 

Cox, Cuanchs Wisitax, Cardiff, Bootmaker, Cardiff Pet 
Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Cacona Seun poem eg Manchester, Fruit Salesman Man- 
chester Pet Aug2 Ord Aug? 


| Darauiesn, Jonn Ixcuis, Bradford,Grocer Bradford Pet 


Aug3 Ord Aug 3 

Baan. J L, Sheffield, Plumber Sheffield Pet July 2 
Ord July 30 . 

Fs Liows, Davin. Bradley, Sedgley, Staffs, Mechanical 
Engmeer Dudley Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Ganrer, Jonx, Morley, Yorks, ,Watchmaker Dewsbury 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Goopmanx, Harotp, tonstone, Essex, Brick Merchant 
High Court Pet July 2 Ord July 30 

Harrison, Joux, Gainsborough, Small Ware Dealer 
Lincoln Pet Aug2 Ord ang 8 ; 

Horr, Ervest Aurrep, Boscombe, Hants, Tailor Poole 
Pet July 24 Ord July yal 

Hewes, AGNes Handsworth, nr Birmingham Wolver- 

—e = Pet May 30 Ord Aug2 Re 

Joyes, Emtty Mary, Glendower pl, South Kensington 
High Court Pet June9 Ord July 29 

Kxuckey, Cuartes Henay, Dartmouth, Saddler Plymouth 
Pet Aug2 Ord ~ 2 : 

Levi, Sauce. Josepn, Cniswell st High Court Pet June 
21 Ord July «9 

Livixaston, ALFRED, Scarborough, Market Gardener Scar- 
borough Pec Aug2 Ord ‘~ . 

Lorine. Oscar, Leadenhall st gh Court Pet March 
23 Ord July 28 " 

Luckxty, Avery Duwscay, Clifton, Bristol, Baker Bristol 
Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Morean, Jonn Gairrira, Hoxton, Dairyman High Court 
Pet June 8 Aug 3 

Patugr, Tuomas, Nether Wallop, Hants, Farmer, South- 
ampton Pet July 26 Ord aug3 ; 

ParTaiver, Reainacp CHaruss, Woolwich, 
Maker Greenwich Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 

Pickrorp, Joszrn, sen, Penarth, Glam, Builder Cardiff 
Pet July 11 Ord July 29 . : os 

Quance, Ricnarp Tuomas, Hastings, Licensed Victualler 

i Pet July 25 Ord July 30 : 

Rance. Percy Nicnovas, Stockton on Tees, Painter Stock- 

ton on Tees Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
Builder Guildford Pet 


Rosins, Freperick, 
July 1 Ord Jaly 30 ; 

Rovenricx, Epwarp, Liansamlet, Glam, Tin plate Rollerman 
Swansea PetAug2 Ord Aug 2 

RosenserG, Henry, and So.romon Rosexnere, New 

. Mon, Watchmakers Tredegar Pet July 30 

Ord July 30 

Se.sy, James, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug 3 Ord 

3 


, Glam, 


Umbrella 


a) Sa and Epuunp Simons, Caerphilly 
Grocers, Pontypridd Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 
Southampton, Grocer, Southampton 


Sms, A W, 
Pet J 24 Aug 3 

Sissons, Hanus Roemer. ot Contes, Lines, Station Master 
Gu Grimsby Pet July29 Ord July 29 
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Swirt, Tomas, — Brass Finisher Blackburn 
Pet Aug2 Ord A 


er Gueanae, ‘Knaresborough, Lieensed Victu- 
York Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 
we. Henry Latimer, Covent Garden, Frait Salesman 
Court Pet JuneS8 Ord Aug 1 

Tuomas, Antuur Ernest, Roath Park, Cardiff, Typewriter 
Mai © Cardiff Pet Julv30 Ord July 30 

Tipra., Jonn, Shoreditch, Tailor High Court Pet July 
25 Ord July 30 : 

Waiswnricat, Tuomas, Wrexham, Denbigh, Baker Wrex- 
bam Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 

Watson, WALTER, > Essex, Miller Cambridge 
Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 

Wit.tamson, Eocar THomas, West Birmingham, Plumber 
Birmingham Pet July 25 Ord July 28 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Epwarps, Wituiam Hues, Towyn Lodge, Holyhead, 
y Bangor Rec Ord May 31 Rese July 18 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Bairraix, Catnerine, Holyhead rd, Bangor, Fruiterer 
or Rec Ord May 24 Adjud May 24’ Rese and 
Annul July 18 


London Gazette.—Tunspay, Aug. 9. 
RECELVING ORDERS. 


AnpERsON, FGzorce, Barrow in Furness, a Draper 
Barrow in Furness Pet July5 Ord Aug 

Ayres, BexEsT ALBERT, Reading, Stationer Ree ding Pet 
Aug4 Ord Aug4 

Bouton, Wit11am, Goole, Yorks, General Dealer Wake- 

fied Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
a > — Wit eas , Warrington, Butcher Warrington 
ug 5 ug 5 

mh. N, > ag —_ Builder’s Contractcr York 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Bury, Ricnwarp, Burnley, Engineer Burnley Pet Aug 5 
Ord Aug 5 


Wuur, Freprrice Jay, Chalkwell Park, Westcliff on Sea, 
uilder Chelmsford Pet July5 Ord Aug 3 
Amended notice substituted for | that —* in the 
London Gazette of August 2 
H: | mess 2 Jane, Chel‘enham Cheltenham Pet July 15 
u 
retan & notice substituted for that 7 in 
the London Gazette of August 
Brooke, Water, Manchester, Fs mae Proprietor 
Manchester Pet July 15 Ord July 29 





Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 26s, ; 
Country, 28s. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 2838. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EsTaABLISHED 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personu 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 2637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


iF AW. — Managing Clerk (unadmitted) 

Desires Permanent or Temporary Employment ; 
can settle costs, prepare evidence, briefs, conduct trials, ani 
undertake special inquiries; unexceptionable references. — 
Apply, by letter, Manaaer, 236, Clapham-road, 8 











Sa, Dorset, Greengrocer 


Cavw ain. Apert WILLOUG mie Cardiff, Builder 
Cardiff Pet July18 Ord Aug3 
Cooke, Vernon Rousseau. pr Lanpre, Undertliffe. Bradfora, 
Medical Practitioner Bradford Pet July 4 Ord 
Aug 4 
CounseL, CilARLES, Moston, Manchester, Wareh 
Manchester Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
Crace, Percy Haron, re Fish Merchant High 
Court Pet Aug4 Ord Au 
Curtis, WALTER Grorae, Bra 
Poole Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 
Dorraix, Watters Epmoxp, Fulham, Actor High Court 
Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 6 
Downsine, Henry Francis, Camomile st chm brs, Camomile 
st High Court Pet June 23 Ord Aug 6 
Epes, Joux Taomas, West Hartlepool, Draper Sunderland 
Pet —y Ord Aug 5 
Epwarps, Grorae, Clapham yee Burvéyor Wands- 
worth Pet June 29 Ord A ug 4 
Exmarrst, Parnir, ey orks, Saddler Sheffield 
Pet Aug 5 Ord “4 
Frisk, SamuEL ALLEN, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Ship- 
wright Pembroke Dock Pet Augé6 Ord Aug6é 
— Wuitt, ee Souicitors fish Court 
et May 20 Ord Aug 5 
Gu..ick, Harry, Burton on pees Blacksmith Burton on 
Trent Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 
Haran, Davin, and Herpert 7 Haran, Sheffield, 
Coal Merchants Sheffield Pet Aug5 Ord ‘Aug 5 
Hermyas, A J, Webb’s rd, Battersea Rise, Draper, Wands- 
worth Pet July 15 Ord Aug 4 
Inaram, Acaustus, Leyton, — General Dealer High 
Court Pet July 21° Ord a 
Jounsox, NatTuayie. Lutuer, a \Hants, Builder 
Winchester PetAug5 Ord Aug5 
Kinsman, Freperick CLarence Wii1am, Horfield, Bristol, 
Corn Merckant Bristol Pet Aug 6 Ord A Aug 6 
Lovet, CHak_es Percivat, Leicester, Architect’s Assistant 
Leicester Pet Aug 4 Ord Aug4 
Lustep, Hexry Lewis Waircomer, Alresford, : o 
Cycle tt Winchester Pet Aug5 Ord Au ug 5 
Macacray, Cnar.es, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 
eee, Tuomas, Portsea, Hants, Printer Portsmouth 
et Aug 4 Ord Aug 4 
NicHTIncaLe, Avsgrt, Northfleet, Kent, Colourman 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug 4 
ae — “+ Putney Wandsworth Pet 
Reviuar, Winitix, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Aug4 Ord 
Roweg.., Sam, Burwell, Seaton, Farmer Cambri 
Pet Aug4 Ord Aug se 
Sa.rmarsn, Rowan, < Chetmeford, Builder Chelmsford 
Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 5 
Szwarp, ALBERT, Woolwich, Blacksmith Greenwich Pet 
ug3 Ord Aug 3 


Snargp, WILLIAM = ll North Shields, Painter Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Aug3 Ord Aug3 

Soursworts, Joux, Mawdesley, nr Ormskirk, Grocer 

Seenn E, Seaaes Min, Cottuny Manage Wenke- 
KES, pany ar Wi 
worth Pet July 15 Ord Aug 4 

Toorn, Atexanper Frepericx, Gresham st, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet June 25 Ord Aug 4 

Vivers & Co, Hann, Mincing In, Wax Importers High 


Pet July is we Ase% 

ie Isaac, Leeds Pet Aug 4 Ord 

Wats yin Horfield, Bristol Bristol Pet Aug 5 

1 Bows, Chatham rd > pe Common 
Pet June 29 


Wenper, 


Hytanp, East Ham, Essex 

Court Pet July 19 Ord *Aug 4 

Wairrrey, Ronert Joux, Crowle, nr Doncaster, Coal Mer- 
chant Sheffield Pet July8 Ord Aug 4 








AW. —Wanted, Situation as Clerk; many 

years’ experience in Union and Magisterial offices 

and general routine ; could manage Union Accounts; good 

Accountant and referenc es.—W. Bare, 41, Bridge-street, 
Chepstow, Mon. 


| AW.—Managing Common Law and Chan- 
4 cery Clerk Required at once; used to London prac- 
tice.—Apply by letter, statin full particulars and salary 
egg to X, Y. Z., Law Stationery Society, 29, Wal- 
prook, 


AW.—Wanted, in the Town Clerk’s office, 
4 Blackpool, a Conveyancing Clerk (unadmitted), with 
a knowledge of Common Law Practice and Shorthand ; 
salary £100 a year. — Applications, by letter only, with 
copies of three rec-nt testimonials, to be sent to the Town 
CLERK before the 16th of August, 1904. Canvassing 
disqualify. 


ANAGING CLERK Wanted in City 
2 Office, middle of September; Company, Convey- 
ancing, and General; only thoroughly competent man need 
apply; must be under 40, Of good appearance, able to speak 
at public meetings, and ‘act without supervision ; liberty to 
practise on terms; salary £250 to begin with, or more to 
satisfactory man — Address, M. & Co., care of J. W. Vickers, 
5, Nicholas-lane, E.C. 


DIVORCE. 


DVERTISER, a Solicitor’s ex-Managing 
Clerk, is pre red to make INQUIRIES of a CON- 
FIDENTIAL NATURE for members of the profession. 
Moderate charges and reliable reports teed. Refer- 
ences.—Apply, Lex, 14, Crooked-lane, Monument, London. 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 

















s. a. 
Abstracts Copied os +. © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts en 2 3 per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand _., . © 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted = 2. sheet 
Full Copies 0 oli 


"pratt, 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 1d. per ‘sheet ; » td. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 

KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


O TRUSTKES and Others.—Fifteen Long 
Leasehold Houses (‘Two pgm Py well let, 
producing £690 per annum net; iter 
portion can remain at 4} per cent.; will il divide pull par 
= J. Haut, 38, Blandford-road, Bedford Park, 
iswick. 











EW SQUARE, W.C.—A Set of Four: 


OFFICES to be LET; electric light ; 
Address, G., Fernlea, Woodside Par 
Finchley, N 


£ 400 ,000 every quarter available for 

, Ate nt on Mortgage of First- 
class Frechotd or Long Leasehold Properties; also other 
Funds available for Smaller Pugetion —Full iculars 


confidentially to Hoaax & Sons, Surveyors, 7, Mansioh- 
ouse-chambe~, E.C. 


rent £60.— 
~"road, North 





| 


' from 9 a.m. until sunset. 


THE MIDDLESEX _ HOSPITAL 
MEDICAL SCHOO 
A SCHOOL of LONDON UNIVERSITY, 


The WINTER SESSION, 1904-1905, will COMMENog 
on Monday, October 3rd. 

Two Entrance Scholarships (value £100 and £60) will be 
competed for on September 22nd, 23rd, 24th. 

One Ent: ance Scholarship (value 260), open to students of 
the Universities of Me yee | and Cambridge, will be compete 
for on September 22nd and 23rd. Notice in writing to 
sent to the Dean on or before September 12th. 

There are annually 18 Resident Hospital Appointments 
open to students without extra fee. 

Composition fee for general students for whole Medial 
Curriculum, 135 guineas ; for Dental students, 54 guineas, 

Special terms in favour of University students w ho haye 
commenced their medical studies, and of University of 
London students who have passed Prelim. Sci. 

The Residential College adjoins the Hospital, and pro. 
vides accommodation for 30 students. 

Prosp2ctuses and - information af be obtained from 

Y, M.B., F.R.C.8., Dean, 


{ NIVERSITY COLLEGE, wee PISTOL. 
FACULTY OF MEDIC 

The WINTER SESSION will ieee on MONDAY, 
OCTOBER 3. 

This College is the only Institution in the West of 
England which provides a complete Medical Curriculum, 
There is also a complete Dental Curriculum. 

It is now that Students - the College shall be 
admitted to the Clinical Practice of the Bristol Royal 
Infirmary and the Bristol General Hospital conjointly. 

The Infirmary and the Hospital comprise between them 
total of 470 beds: and both have very extensive Out~-patient 
Departments, Special De ments for the Diseases of 
Women and Children, and of the Eye, Ear, and Throat, 
— large Out-door Maternity Degertens nts and Dental 

partmente. 

Students also have the privilege of attending ee 4 practice 
of the Bristol Royal Hospital for Sick Childrea and Women, 
containing 104 beds, and that of the Bristol Eye Hospital 
with 40 beds. The total number of beds available for 
Clinical Instruction is therefore 614. 

Fever Hospital Practice is attended at the Hospitals for 
Infectious Diseases of the Sanitary Authority of the 
Corporation of Bristol, and Lunatic Asylum Demonstra- 
tions ab the City and County Lunatic Asylum, Fishponds. 

Very — facilities are thus afforded Students for 
obtaining a wide and thorough acquaintance with all 
branches of Medical and Surgical work. Each Student has 








the opportunity of personally studying a large number of 
cases, and of acquiring practical skill in diagnosis and 
treatment. 


Prospectuses d all particulars may be obtained on 
application to ‘JAN AMES RAFTER, Registrar and Secretary, 
or to E. MARKHAM SKERRITT, M.D., Dean. 


St BARTHOLONE W'S HOSPITAL and 
COLLEGE. 
(UNIVERSITY OF LONDON.) 


The WINTER SESSION will begin on Monday, 
October 3, 1904. 

Students can reside in the College within the Hospital 
walls, subject to the Collegiate regulations. 

The Hospital contains a service of 750 beds. Scholar 
ships and Prizes of the aggregate value of nearly £800 ar 
awarded annually. 

The Medical School contains large Lecture Rooms and 
well-appointed Laboratories for Practical Teaching, as 
well as Dissecting Rooms, Museum, Library, &e. 

The Club Greund of the Students’ Union (10 acres) is at 
Winchmore Hill, within easy reach of the Hospital. 

For further particulars apply., personally or by letter, to 
the Warden of the College, St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, 


.C. 
A Handbook forwarded on application. 


ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
Baker-street Station. 
In connection with Trains and ’Buses from all par 
Well ‘qa B Well Heated, and Well Ventalaed.. 
RUSSO-JAPANESE WAR. 
e-like Portrait Models of 
H.LM. THE cist OF RUSSIA ’ 
H.M. THE E EMPEROR OF JAPAN, 
ADMIRAL ALEXEIEFF, AL. _—— 
GENERAL aoa at MARQUIS IT 
FIELD-MARSHAL YAMAGATA, &e. 











Madame Tussaud’s B Roumanian Band. 
Delightful Music. Sane Teas. 
Special Quartette in 'Tea Roo 
Admission, 1s.; Children under 12, 6d. Op + till 10. 
MADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIB 


a Sang | HALL. oe Home of 
. Established 30 years.—Lessee and Manager, 
yne.—DAILY, at Three and Eight, the 
Chicos romani brimful of f un, Bo teen and — 
inc e F sanae 5 ery of modern times, en 
WELL, I Se vented by Herr Valadon. The 
mveaneiie devined by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. 
THE PHILOSOPHER'S STONE.—In consequence of 
the t favour with which the Merry Magical 
has received it will remain in the | aby — ere 
A new and beautiful series of Animated Photogra; 
Prices 5s., 38.,23., and 1s. Children under 12 half-price. 


TOA SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except 
Admission 1s.,, Mondays él 
Children always6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be Tedd 
tm of the Nociety. Entrance fee £5, Annual sl 
tion £3, or composition fee £35,— For particulars spy 
to tot e SECRETARY, 3, Hanover-square, W. 








Aug. 13, 1904. 
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